Hiwrtti  c/i  7>  v  Hep  wood  t;  om  tt  s7cete7i>  7>v  7iou7<7/idc>c/i 


A/ 


iriiei'i •. ,  ii  //,  ;i ,  and  /rem  n  he?n ,  did  tlie  wfcitw  Teeeiv*  r?i<rr  jleffe?*' 
This  Instant ,Tiv/n  one  or  1  fie  J/e/i  n7>er/f  me  ' 

H. e<t  uiiitrfieii  Fe/t  '  o  ' 


louden  Tu7>!nd,<.d  7'j'  d  j-fr'truvr  d  -j7:i,~JIo77>otvi  77771.  T<  i>-!'xji'7 y/liy . 


STRATFORD'S 

Authentic  ebition, 


V/tliat  Estates,  Degrees,  and  Offices 

Wet~e  not  detwH  Corruptly  .' ' tfiat  dear  Honour 

Were  purc/iastL  by  the  Merit  of  die  Wearet*/ 

 ■  Shakespere. 

LONDON,  Printed  for  J.  Stratford,112,HoIborii  Hill. 

cmd  Sold  by  all  other  Booksellers1. 


CHARGES 

AGAINST 

THE  DUKE  OF  YORK. 


ON  Wednesday  the  15th  6f  Fbbruaki% 
previously  to  the  Bouse  forming  itself  into 
a  Committee,  Mr.  sWhitbread  stated  his  wist 
to  attract  its  particular  attention  for  a  very  few- 
moments. — Although  he  had  no  distinct  proposition 
to  make,  he  still  hoped  for  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  as  his  object  was  to  do  justice  to  the  cha- 
racter of  a  very  meritorious  Officer,  whose  feelings 
were  wounded  in  consequence  of  some  part  of  the 
examination  of  Colonel  Gordon,  in  the  Committee* 
He  alluded  to  Major  Covjell.—  That  respectable  Of- 
ficer was  that  day  introduced  to  him,  and  ditring 
the  short  period  of  his  interview,  expressed  the  ap- 
prehensions he  entertained*,  lest  from  what  appeared 
in  the  papers  of  the  day,  an  impression  might  go 
abroad  injurious  to  his  character.  The  Majo;r  then 
presented  to  him  the  paper  which  he  held  in  his 
.hand.  It  was  a  letter  from  Major- Gen  era]  keith,  ex- 
pressive of  the  high  opinion  which  that  Officer  enter* 
tained  of  the  meritorious  services  of  Major  Covelj, 
an  opinion  not  expressed  alone  in  general  terms, 
but  justified  by  a  reference  to  his  able  conduct  in 
commanding,  the  76th  regiment,  during  the  late 
masterly  retreat  of  the  British  Army,  under  the  la- 
mented Sir  John  Moore.— Major  Covell  was  anxious 
that  he  should  state  these  circumstances  to  the 
House,  to  protect  his  reputation  from  any  Unmerited 
aspersion.  In  answer,  he'  assured  the  Major  that 
not  a  doubt  existed  in  the  breast  of  any  Member  of 
the  Committee,  relative  to  his  meritorious  character 
and  conduct,  nor  was  there  any  symptom  manifested 
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by  any  person  of  a  wish  to  cast  the  remotest  suspi- 
cion upon  either.  An  irrelevant  examination  had 
been  gone  into,  in  which  Colonel  Gordon  was  re- 
duced to  the  necessity  of  an  answer  referring  to 
him  ;  but  such  examination  was  subsequently  ex- 
punged from  the  minutes  of  the  Committee.  tc  I 
do  hope,  said  Mr.- W  hi  thread,  that  the  House  will 
excuse  this  trespass  upon  its  attention,  and  that  it 
will  perceive  that  the  sole  object  is  to  satisfy  the 
feelings  of  a  distinguished  Officer,  (hear!  bear!) 
apprehensive  of  undeservedly  suffering  in  the  esti- 
mation of  n i s  country,  from  the  tendency  of  certain 
questions,  put  by  a  x Committee  of  this  Housei  *I 

~jvow  beg  leave,  without  either  comment  or  observa- 
tion, to  rend  the  following  letter  from  Major- Gc- 

;tvefal  Leith  to  Sir  Tliomas  Musgrave  — 

"  No  10,  Cork  Street,  Jltminglon-  Street, 
?*  Sir,  14th  Februaiv, '  1809 

tl  Having  had  the  honour  to  coram  and  a  Brigade  in  Spain,  of  w!  ich 
Vhe  y^ttf  regiment  foimed  a  part,  f  trust  you  wdi  pardon  mv  addressing 
u|ou  p$kfeul)ject  of  a  regimental  nature,  which  the  Jnt?ie>t  I  feel  in  a 
i^ojpsthat  has  :  fa.it rvfullv  seived  under  my  orders,  and  jus:-ce  to  Major 
Covell?  who  commanded,  have  piincipaliv  piompted.    ir  is  due  to 
Major. Goveli  fo  stale;,  that  the  late  much  regietted  Lieutenant-Colonel 
$\*mey  fr&'iri  having  been  emplo\ed  on  other  duties  and  ill  health,  com- 
filandted.rhe  7$ th. regiment  but  one  day  in  the  field,  near  Lugo,  wheie 
he  was  obliged  to  relinquish  it ;  previous  an  !  subsequent  to  that  period 
Major  Covell  paid  the  greatest  attention  to  his  charge,  and  I  had  hope_d, 
rthat  under  the  chcumstances  of  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  death  :of 
lieutenant  Colonel  Symes,  he  would  have  receiv  d  the  vacant  com- 
rnis^ioii.    I  appiehend  it  was  not  known  to  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
'  that  during  the  whole  of  the  arduous  ret  eat  qf  the  late  atmv,  Major 
Cpvell  had  charge  of«tbe  regiment,  and,  without  disparagement  to 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Shaw,  it  could  riot  fail  to  be  a  circumstance  of  a  de- 
pressing nature,  to  find  that  officer,  who  was  a  subaltern  in  the  76th 
i^giment,  after  Major  Covell  had  been  five  years  a  Captain,  now  placed 
ever  him  in  the  regiment. 

"  In  the  anxious  des?re  which  I  feel  for  the  promotion  of  an  old  and 
respectable  Officer,  I  have  to  hope  you  will  acquit  me  of  the  most  dis4ant 
supposition  that  the  interests  of  the  76' h  regiment  are  not  perfectly  at- 
tended H)  by  you  as  its  natural  guardian.  And  believe  the  respect  with 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir,  your  most  obedient,  &c.  &c' 

"JAMES  LEITH,  Maj:  Gen." 

**  GmicraJ  f-At  Thss.  Musgrave,- Bart." 

Sir 
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Sir  Arthur  Vv  &lle&ljgy  wished  permission  to 
sa}  a  few  words  in  consequence  of  what  was  stated 
m  the  letter  just  i  ead.  He  had  the  honour  o,f  know- 
ing both  Lieutenant- Colonel  Shaw  and  Majoi 
Coveil,  and  of  both  he  had  a  very  high  opinion. 
But  notwithstanding  the  suggestions  m  that  Ietter5 
he  did  not  think  it  at  all  sui  poising  that  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Shaw,  who  m  180*  was  a  Lieutenant  Co* 
Jonel,  should  be  appointed  to  a  regiment  in  prefer- 
ence to  Majoj  Coveli,  who  was  not  promoted  to  bus 
Majority  until  the  year  1807  He  himselt  had  known 
Colonel  Shaw  in  the  76th  regiment  so  long  bacK 
as  the  j ear  1J87,  and,  from  his  services  in  indu 
with  the  76th,  that  Officer  had  claims  foi  piomq- 
tion  in  that  particular  rtgunent.  It  was  under  the 
conviction  of  such  claims  that  be  thought  pjoper  to 
recommend  the  appointment  to  his  Royal  Highness 
the  CQmmander  m  Chief,  conceiving  it  probable 
that  Lieutenant- Colonel  bymes  would  have  been 
allowed  to  sell  his  Lieutenant-Colonelcy,  That  sale 
the  Commander  in  Chief  did  not  allow  ;  but,  when 
Colonel  Symes  was  changed  to  aGainson  Battalion, 
the  appointment  of  Colonel  Shaw  book  place. 

Mr.  Whitbuead  had,  in  reply,  only  to  impress 
upon  the  House,  that  Major  Covell  had  been,thir^ 
teen  years  a  Captain,  and  then  purchased  his  Majo- 
rity ;  the"  Speaker  then  interfered  \  there  being 
no  question  before  the  House. 

7'he  regular  businessof  the  House  then  commenced, 
and  the  Report  ot  the  Select  Committee  for  inspect- 
ing certain  letters  relative  to  the  pending  investiga- 
tion into  the  conduct  of  the  Commander  in  Chief 
was  b) ought  up  by  Mr,  L^ach. 

It  stated  that  the  Committee  had  inspected  the 
letteis,  and  thaj,  they  had  selected  certain  oi  them 
which  boje  upon  the  points  now  under  investigation, 
but  that  they  byno  means  took  upon  themselves  to 
d<  cide  v<  hethei  &uch  letteis  were  admissible  eudence 
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or  not*  .  Tfto  letters  so  selected  were  ordered  to  be 
referred  to  the  Committee. 

Lord  Folkstonb  now  addressed  himself  to  the 
Speaker  as  follows  :  •*  Sir ;  Before  I  move  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  this  House  resolvmg  itself  into  .a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  to  proceed  further  in 
the  investigation  of  the  conduct  of^the  Commander* 
In  Chief,  i  trust  I  may  be  permitted  to  offer  a  few 
observations  on  the  line  of  conduct  which  has  been 
pursued. 

<4  I  do  conceive  that,  after  what  has  passed  in  the 
Committee  on  the  last  night,  it  is  not  now  necessary 
for  me  to  enter  into  any  explanations  with  a  view  to 
set  myself  right  in  the  opinion  of  this  House. 
(Hear  !  hear  !j  But  I  do  most  sincerely  hope  that 
this  House  will  remember,  and  that  the  country 
will  never  forget,  that  my  Honourable  Friend  *,  and 
happy  am  I  in  calling  him  my  friend,  was  not  al- 
lowed the  course  of  proceeding  in  this  investigation 
which  he  had.originally  determined  upon,  but  was 
forced  into  the  line  of  conduct  which  was  recom- 
mended by  the  personal  friend  and  professional  ad- 
viser of  the  accused.  I  believe  upon  reference  to  any 
former  parliamentary  proceedings,  or  indeed  upon 
;i  review  of  all  the  forms  and  precedents  of  any  ju- 
dicial inquiry,  this  case  will  be  found  the  only  one 
where  the  person  originating  the  charges  was  denied 
to  take  the  course  he  wished,  particularly  when  that 
course  was  neither  incompatible  with  the  forms  of  the 
tribunal  to  which  he  appealed,  nor  inconsistent  with 
the  justice  that  was  required.  Let  the  House  also 
recollect-,  and  the  country  never  forget,  that  my  Ho- 
nourable Friend  has  been  pressed  day  after  day,  nay, 
hour  after  hour,  to  the  prdsecution  of  his  charges 
without  intermission,  or  even  time  to  prepare  the  ne- 
cessary arrangements.  Nor  has  he  until  within  these 
few  daysj  that  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  offer  to  him  my 
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services,  had  the  power  of  employing  any  agent  to 
assist  him  in  his  arduous  but  honourable  pursuit.— 
No,  on  himself  alone  has  depended  every  exertion 
to  meet  the  pressing  desire  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  of  proceeding  without  the  slightest  relaxa- 
tion. He  has  not  been  able  to  avail  himself  of  the 
services  of  a  Lowten  or  a  Wilkinson  to  arrange  his 
documents,  and  to  marshal  his  witnesses.  Let  the 
House  also  recollect,  and  I  hope  the  country  w»i li- 
ne ver  forget,  that  my  Honourable  Friend  has  pro-, 
seeuted  this  accusation  under  an  express  threat  of 
infamy,  contingently  attaching  to  him,  a  threa| 
virulently  and  acrimoniously  urged  (hear  !  hear  //^ 
which  has  been  repeated  and  re-echoed  by  more  than 
one  Member  in  this  House,  and  which  up  to  this 
moment  has  never  been  withdrawn,  never  retracted, 
nor  even  modified.  It  is  under  these  circumstances, 
first  refused  the  course  of  proceeding  which  he  de- 
sired, next  pressed  without  intermission  and  /under 
the  terror  of  a  mennce,  that  my  Honourable  Friend 
has  tallowed  up  the  chargrs  which  he  has  so  manfully 
introduced.  These  genera!  observations  I  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  premise,  conceiving,  as  I  do, 
that  hi  the  proceedings  of  this  inquiry  my  Honour^ 
able  Friend  has  not"  been  fairly  us  xi„  I  now  pro* 
ceed,  Sir.  to  that  subject  which.  1  did  not  think 
it  proper  last  night  to  explain,  but  which  from  certain, 
circumstances  that  have  this  day  come  to- my  know- 
ledge, the  same  duty  will  not  now  allow  me  to  with- 
hold. Some  days  ago,  a  Gentleman-  wholly  un;- 
known  to  my  Honourable  Friend,  actuated,  as  he 
said,  by  a  desire  of  public  justice,  called  upon  him 
and  informed  him  that  he  had  seen  in"  the  possession 
of  a  certain  Solicitor,  papers  strongly  bearing-  upon 
the  investigation  then  before  this  House.  He  said 
that  an  unwillingness  to  produce  these  papers  existed 
in -that  Solicitor's  mind,  lest  any  .imputation  should 
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be  thrown  On  his  character  as  a  professional  mat!, 
This  Gentleman  did  however  conceive,  that"  mf 
honourable '  Friend  mio;ht  determine  on  some  clue 
by  which  the, subject  could  be  fully  developed,  and 
the  necessary  information  obtained.  As  an  origin 
to  that  clue,  he  stated,  ihat  those  papers  had  got 
into  the  possession  of  this  Solicitor,  in  consequence 
of  his  being?  the  agent  to  a  bankruptcy.  The  name 
of  the  Bankrupt  being  ascertained,  it  \*>as  easy  to 
discover  who  the  Solicitor  was.  But  it  so  happened 
that  there  were  several  bankrupts  of  the  same  name, 
of  course  different  Solicitors,  and  therefore  it  was 
fiot  until  this  morning  that  I  discovered  the  identi- 
cal person  that  was  wanting.  I  called  upon  him,  and 
asked  him  whether  such  papers  were  in  existence? 
He  answered  in  the  affirmative,  but  was  extremely 
unwilling  to  produce  them.  He  was  apprehensive 
lest,  by  doing  so,  his  character  should  be  implicated, 
and  that  he  should  be  held  up  in  the  light  of  an  in- 
former, or  comprehended  with  other  persons  who 
had  been  brought  forward*  and  whose  testimony 
was  by  no  means  creditable  to  themselves.  He  also 
Stated,  that  as  he  was  under  personal  obligations 
to  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, he  feared  such  conduct  would  be  construed 
Into  personal  offeuce  to  him.  Upon  that  point  I  ex- 
pressed my  conviction  that  he  ought  not  to  entertain 
any  such  apprehensions,  and  offered  myself  to  see  the 
Right  Honourable  Gentleman  opposite  on  the  subject. 
But  the  jet  of  his  objection  was,  that  as  the  defence 
of  the  Cdhnmander  in  Chief  appeared  to  be  taken  up 
as  a  Ministerial  measure  (No  I  No  1  from  some  mem- 
bers.) he  was  apprehensive  that  he  should  incur  their 
displeasure,  and  the  displeasure  of  those  immediately 
^nder  them,  which  would  probably  operate  to  the 
ruin  of  himself  and  his  family.  I  hear  some  mur- 
murs of  disapprobation  from  Gentlemen  in  this 
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House,  but  I  do  assure  them  that  this  is  not  the  only 
Case  where  similar  apprehensions  have  prevented 
persons  in  possession  of  strong  testimony  from  coming 
forward,  particularly  Officers  in  the  army,  and  where 
information  was  withheld  from  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  taken  up  by  the  King's  Servants  in  that  House. 
(Hear!  Hear!)  But  to  return  to  my  interview 
with  this  Solicitor.  We  at  length  agreed  that -he 
should  wait  on  the  late  Solicitor  General  (Sir  S.  Ro- 
milly,)  and  consult  him  as  a  friend  on  the  line  of 
conduct  which  he  should  adopt,  I  beg,  however, 
to  state  first,  that  he  told  rne  the  papers  were  not  now 
in  his  possession,  but  that  they  were  in  the  hands  of 
a  friend,  in  the  country  *  that  he  had  parted  with 
them  not  for  the  purposes  of  destruction,  but  merely 
that,  if  called  upon,  he  could  be  able  to  Say,  they 
were  not  in  his  possession.  We  agreed  that  he 
should  state  my  conversation,  and  shew  the  letters 
to  the  late  Solicitor- General,  and  an  appointment 
for  the- answer  was  made  for  a  quarter  past  three 
o'clock  this  day.  I  did  call  at  th^  period,  and  triere 
found  a  note  left  for  me  by  the  Solicitor,  intimating 
bis  inability  to  consult  that  Learned  (Serttleman,*as 
he  was  professionally  engaged  before  the  Master  *bf 
the  .Rolls,  but  that  he  wquld- subsequently  advise 
meof  his  determination.  It  struck  me  that  the  claims 
of  public  duty  allowed  rne  no  other  bourse,  but  that 
I  should  come  down  to  this  House,  and  having  stated 
all  the  circumstances,  move  that  he  should  be  stffh- 
moned  to  attend  at  the  Bar  of  this  House.  I  did 
communicate  my  view  of  the  subject  to*  the  Right 
Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqpqr,  who 
acquiesced  in  the  propriety  of  my  determinatiqn . 
The  House  mustbeaware^that  as  I  have  not  seen  thtfse 
papers,  I,  of  course,  cannot  pronounce  any  opinion 
en  their  nature  and  tendency,  but  from  the  abstract 
which  I  have  perused^  made  out  by  a  person  who 

has 
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has'sedn  them,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  they  bear 
upon  the  points  at  issue.  There  is  this  difficulty 
only,  that  f  believe  they  will  be  found  not  to  refer 
to  the  military  part  of  this  transaction,  but- to  the 
disposal  of  CiviJ  Offices  under  Government.  As  the 
House  has  already  taken  such  subjects  into  its  con- 
sideration, there  can  be  no  objection  to  continuing 
its  inquiry.  Probably  when  these  letters  are  pro- 
duced, the  preferable/method  would  be  t  o  ref  er  them 
to  a  select  Committee,  as  in  the  case  or  last -night. 
From  this  statement,  I  presume  the  House,  in  its 
candour,  will  feel  convinced,  that  f  was  in  no  de- 
gree deserving  of  the  rebuke  with  which  1  was  last 
night  so  violently  assailed  from  the  Right  Honour- 
able Gentleman  *  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Kxchrquer  in  an- 
swer, observed,  "  that  he  could  not  remain  in  his 
placewithout  offering  a  few  observation?  o\\  the  very 
extraordinary  speech  they  had  just  heardfrom  the 
Noble  Lord.  He  could  not  sit  silent,  and  acquiesce 
in  those  strong  aspersions  throw  n  out,  not  only  upon: 
some  of  his  Honourable  Ft  iends,  but  upon  t  he  whole 
House  of  Commons.— {Hear  !  bear  !)  The  Noble 
Lord  had  commented  in  a  novel  and  strange  manner 
on  the  House  not  adopting  the  line  of  conduct  which 
the  Honourable  Gentleman  f  opposite  had  wished 
to  pursue  in  prosecuting  this  charge,  and  had  told 
them  that  he  wished  the  House  and  the  country  to 
hojd  it  in  everlasting  remembrance.  If  it  were  to  be* 
held  in  remembrance  so  long,  let  it  at  least  be  handed 
down  to  posterity  correctly,  and'  not,  as  misrepre- 
sented by  the  Noble  Lord,  injurious  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  British  House  of  Commons  in  its  senatorial 
capacity.  (Bear!  bear-!')  The  Learned  Gentleman 
whom  the  Noble  Lord  designated  as  the  professed 
friend  and  adviser  of  the  Duke  of  York,  had  indeed 

*  Mr.  Canning.  f  Mr,  Wairile, 
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expressed  a  desire,  as  instructed  by  his  Royal  Higb* 
Jiess,  to  have  this  inquiry  conducted  in  a  manner  as 
public  and  open  as  it  was  possible.    But  had  that 
been  forced  on  the  Honourable  Gentleman  who 
brought  forward  the  charge  (Hear!  hear  I)  ^  as  as* 
serted  by  the  Noble  Lord?  He  was  sure,  that^ be- 
sides the  Noble  Lord's,  there  was  not  a  dissentient 
voice  in  the  House  to  the  proposition.    The  charge 
of  the  Noble  Lord  was  not  against  those  who  might 
have  differed  in  opinion  with  his  Honourable  Friend ; 
it  was  not  against  a  majority,  who  had  carried  a 
measure  in  opposition  to  the  way  in  which  he  wished 
it ;  but  it  was  against  the  House,  for  not  adopting 
a  course  of  proceeding  so  natural  and  proper,  that 
excepting  himself,  not  one  person  spoke  against  it. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  no  other  course  had 
been  proposed,  but  that  no  one  had  objected  to  the 
present,  on  the  grounds  now  stated  by  the  Noble 
Lord.    This,  however,  was  not  all,  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  *  himself  had  acquiesced  in  this  course 
without  expressing  the  slightest  reluctance,  -and  did 
not  even  suggest  the  appointment  of  a  Committee* 
The  line  of  conduct  was  not  pressed  upon  him  as  now 
represented*    Was  it  then  fair  or  just  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  to  have  their  procedure  urged  as  one 
unheard  of  in  Courtstpf  Justice  or  in  Parliament? 
(Bear]  hear!)    Was  it  just  to  cite  this  as  an  in- 
stance of  harshness  towards  the  Honourable  Gentle- 
man who  stood  forward  as  the  accuser  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief?    Or  was  it  just  to  hold  them  up  in 
their  senatorial  functions  as  impeding  either  the  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman's  course,  or  the  course  ofjustice3 
while  they  had  been  using  every  exertion  to  procure 
the  fullest,  fairest,  and  most  public  investigation  ! 
J Hear !  hem  !} — If  they  were  to  be  tried  by  the  pub- 
lic it  was  only  necessary  to  shew  what  they  had  done* 
to  make  it  appear  that  the  accuser  had  been,  assisted 
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•With  „  advice,  suggestions  and  encouragements  of 
$.yery  kind  unparalled  in  any  similar  instance  !f  After 
this  to  bear  the  nobie  Lord  make  such  assertions  as 
I>e  had  done,  excited  his  warmest  feelings,  and  he 
could  not  help  expressing  his  disapprobation  of  so"  un- 
juft  amode  of  representing  the  facts  that  hadoccim;ed. 
Asa  proof  of  the  truth  of  his  statements  he  had  lore* 
miiul  the  Noble  Lord,  that*  in  the  whole  course  of  this  ' 
inquiry  there  had  not  been  a  single  decision,  nor  a 
single  proposition  of  any  kind  made,  which  the  Pro- 
secutor had  not  agreed  to.  This  was  a  strong  ma- 
nifestation that  nothing  improper  had  been  done, 
and  without  meaning  to  flatter  the  Noble  Lord,  he 
might  say,  that  if  any  course  to  which  he  was  hostile 
had  been  persisted  in,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
would  be  the  last  to  give  up. his  own,  or  advising  hta 
Honourable  Friend  to  give  up  his  opinion,  without 
taking  th«  sense  of  the  House  upon  it.  He  was  not 
of  'a  disposition  to  let  slip  an  opportunity  of  this 
kind,  without  calling  for  this  expression  of  the  sense 
of  the  House  to  mark  those  who  disagreed  with  him 
in  sontiment,  and  hand  down  a  glorious  and  meri- 
torious minority,  always  to  be  remembered  by  the 
House  and  by  the  country  !  (Hear,  hear.)  As  for 
what  the  Noble  Lord  had  said,  respecting  the  rapid 
manner  in  which  these  charges  had  been  pushed  on, 
surely  no  blame  could  attach  to  the  House,  seeing 
that  his  Honourable  Friend  had  chosen  his  own  time 
to  bring  them  forward  when  he  ought  to  lwe  been 
prepared  to  carry  them  on,.  Every  indulgence  as  to 
time  and  manner  had  been  allowed  :  the  charges  had 
been  fixed  conditionally,  dependent  upon  the  possi- 
bility of  finding  the  witnesses;  and  Mr.  YVardle 
would  do  the  House  the  justice  to  say  that  the  days 
were  settled  according  to  his  convenience.  This 
was  all  that  could  in  justice  be  done ;  f  jr.  nothing 
could  be  so  unfair  as  thus  to  launch  a  person  upon 
public  attention  with  many  accusations^  and  then 
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admit  ot  any  delay  in  bringing  the  matter  to  an  ig- 
sue !  ,The  Noble  Lord  had  also  misrepresented,  when 
he  said  that  his  Honourable  Friend  had  proceeded 
with  the  threat,  that  infamy  would  fall  on  him  lit 
case  of  failure.  This  was  not  the  case.^  ft  had  been 
said  that  infamy  was  due  somewhere,  not  upon  Mr. 
Wardle,  or  the  illustrious  Person  who  was  the  sub- 
ject  of  this  inquiry;  but  if  it"  should  turn  out  that  a 
conspiracy  existed,  that  those  who  formed  it  should 
be  stigmatized,  And  if  such  did  turn  out  to  be  the 
real  s'tate  of  the  matter,  those  who  had  lent  them- 
selves too  easily  to  the  purposes  of  such  persons, 
would  not  escape  censure.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  represented  the  hardship  and  grievance  of  tell- 
ing in  the  evening,  that  on  the  following  day,  some- 
thing, the  nature  of  which  was  unknown,  but  which 
was  stated  to  be  formidable  and  disgraceful,  would 
be  brought  forward  as  a  charge  !  He  again  stated, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Noble  Lord  did  not  return  a 
satisfactory  answer,  when  he  said  he  did  not  even 
know  where  the  papers  were  to  be  found,  ori  which 
his  charge  was  intended  to  be  brought.  But  it  was  no 
stigma  on  him  to  lament  the  hardship  imposed  by 
sueh  a  mode  of  proceeding  on  the  individual  accused. 
With  regard  to  what  the  Noble  Lord  had  stated, 
respecting  the  person  who  had  the  papers,  if  that  per- 
son wished  to  withhold  them  from  any  gratitude  for 
.a  kindness  received  from  him,  he  could  only  observe, 
that  his  recollection  of  the  obligation  was  more  acute 
than  the  memory  of  the  bestower.  It  might,  how- 
ever, have  happened  in  the  course  of  his  profession,  , 
that  some  kindness  might  have  been  done  to  that  per- 
son, though  now  forgotten  by  him.  In  narrating  the 
circumstances,  the  Noble  Lord  had  through  inad- 
vertence, forgot  to  mention  what  he  had  told  him 
in  private;  namely,  that  this  person  had  said, 
that. if  he  {the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer]  was 
applied  to  he  could  only  give  one  answer^  that 
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no  obstruction  should  be  given  to  information,  bat 
on  the  contrary  every  communication  made.    In  a 
subsequent  part  of  his  speech,  the  Noble  Lord  had 
gone  a  little  farther  than  he  ought  to  have  done, 
whe^n  he  stated,  that  he  knew  instances  where  mo- 
mentous information  was  withheld*  and  investigation 
obstructed,  by  a  fear  of  offending  persons  in  power, 
Wotald  he  recollect  for  a  moment  (he  did  not  call 
upon  him  to  hold  it  in  everlasting  remembrance), 
%vhat  an  effect  such  an  assertion  would  have  on  the 
public  mind  ?  He  was  not  stating  one  charge  that 
cpuld  be  examined,   but  that  a  number  existed 
which  would  bring  infamy  on  the  Duke  of  York  ! 
Was  it  fair  by  any  man  ?  Was  it  fair  by  the  low- 
est person  whom  the  highest  could  bring  to  the 
Bar,  to  cheat  them  of  character  by  these  vague 
and  invisible  attacks  !  (Hear,  bear*  hear  /).— -  Was 
it  fair  by  the  Duke  of  York  to  say  it  is  no  mat- 
ter though  you  should  be  acquitted  of  every  charge 
brought  against  him;  these  are  nothing  to  what 
we  might  produce!    (Hear,  bear!)    The  Noble 
Lord  had  found  by  experience  the  result  of  many 
of  his  changes  very  different  from  what  he  at  first 
supposed  they  would  turn  out  to  be.    Might  he 
not,  reasoning  by  analogy,  be  inclined  to  think 
that  many  of  those  concealed  cases  were  of  a  similar 
nature  !  If  so,  he  had  done  generd  mischief  to  the 
Duke  of  York,  and  to  the  cause  of  justice,  by  men- 
tioning charges  which  he  had  no  opportunity  of  an- 
swering or  of  knowing  where  they  wen*  to  be  met ! 
He  had  said  this  much  flich  respect  to  what  had  fal* 
len  from  the  Noble  Lord.    As  for  the  particular  in- 
stance alluded  to,  if  the  person  who  held  the  papers 
could  be  found  to  produce  them  at  the  bar,  then  he 
had  no  objetion  to  theic  being  properly  selected  by 
a  Committee,  or  by  the  Noble  Lord  himself,  to 
satisfy  his  mind  that  there  vpere  grounds  for  his  pror 
aeeding." 
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LordFoLKSTONE  explained. — " He  had  complain- 
ed of  the  bard  manner  in  which  he  and  his  honour- 
able friend  had  last  night  teen  pressed,  although  it 
had  then  been  declared  by  them,  that  they  were 
not  prepared  to  bring  forward  the  circumstances  to 
which  they  had  alluded.  As  to  what  had  been  said, 
by  him  on  .the  subject,  of  .the  infamy  that  the  gen- 
tk men  opposite  had  anticipated,  he  appealed  to  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  whether  it  had  not  been 
distinctly  declared,  that  infamy  must  fall  on  the  ac- 
cuser or  the  accused."       1  -  ] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  ,addi- 
tioi\  to  .what  he  had  just  said,  begged  leave,  to  ob- 
serve, "  that  if  the:  further^cases  which  the  noble 
.Lord  mentioned,  really  existed,  the  noble  Lord  had 
nothing  to  do  but  summon,,  those,  officers  whom  he 
described  as  reluctant  to  come  forward  to  the  Bar 
of  the  House,  that  they  might  be  examined." 

Mr.  Adam  said,  "  that  he  was  not  present  at  the 
commencement  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech,  but  he 
understood  that  the  noble  Lord  ,had  stated  that  the 
honourable  Gentleman,  by  w.l^om  the  charges  were 
preferred  against  the,  Duke  of  .  York^had  been  dri- 
ven from  the^.cpurse  of  proceeding  _ which  he  was 
desirous  of  adopting,  Jbythe  professed  adviser  of  his 
Royal  Highness.  He  wished  to  know  from  the 
noble  Lord  whether*  or  not  he  had  been  misin- 
formed  'C 

Lorfl  ^QLKSTO^Ev./epbed,  "  that  what  he  ha<J 
stated  was,  that  tixejine  of  proceeding  pursued  by 
the  .  Bouse  was:, adopted  %l  the  suggestion  of  the 
professed  advisers, of  the  Duke  of  York. 

Mr.  A© am  said,  iC  the  subject  of  his  complaint 
w'as,  that  in  the,  House  of  Commons,  where  every 
person  had  a  particular  description  by  which  he  was 
to  be^  addressed!;  where,  iif  a  gentleman  not  of  the! 
prajessjon,  he.was^disth%uishetl  by,;^he  appellation 
honourable;  and  if  of.. the  profession  to  which  he 
_NblXVI.  V.  2.' '  1  '"  1      C      '  '  belonged 
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belonged,  by  the  appellation  of  learned,  not  only 
an  irregular  but  an  unjust  epithet  had  been  used  to 
him.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  said  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman bad  forced  the  House  to  adopt  the  mode  of 
proceeding  which  had  been  gone  into,  he  should 
have  taken  no  notice  of  the  circumstance,,  considering 
that  as  completely  answered  by  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last.  But  when  the„  noble 
Lord  said  that  he  was  the  professed  adviser  of  the 
Duke  of  York  in  a  parliamentary  proceeding,  he  had 
a  right  to  complain,  and  to  contradict  the  assertion. 
This  was  a  stigma  he  did  not  deserve  should  attach 
to  him.  He  was  actuated  by  feelings  of  long  and 
personal  regard  for  fit's  Royal  Highness,  but;  it  was 
not  correct  or  just  to  say  that  he  was  his  professed 
adviser  in  this  parliamentary  proceeding,  That 
that  was  calculated  to  make  an  impression  on  the 
country  greatly  to  his  prejudice  if  unobservedupon. 
—He  was,  therefore,  anxious  to  repel  the  effect 
that  the  appellation  given  him  by  the  noble  Lord 
might  produce,  and  that  it  might  go  out  to  the  pub^ 
lie  that  he  had  repelled  the  charge  on  the  one  hand, 
as  the  noble  Lord  gave  it  on  the  other,  He  felt 
most  severely  being  put  under  the  necessity,  of 
speaking  of  himself;  but  there  were  situations 
which  compelled  a  person,  however  unwillingly,  to 
do  so,  and  he  knew  he  could  trust  to  the  candour 
of  the  House  while  he  stated  that,  in  a  long  public 
life,  in  the  House  and  out  of  it,  there  was  not  a 
stain  or  blot  on  that  integrity  arrd  independence  of 
character  which  it  had  been  his  only  boast  to  obtain, 
and  would  be  his  pride  to  hand  down  to  his  poste- 
rity. He  asked  the  House,  if  there  was  a  single 
instance,  in  the  twenty-five  years  he  had  sat  in  that 
House,  in  which  he  had  departed  from  those  prin- 
ciples which  he  had  originally  adopted  as.the  line  of 
his  conduct?  He  had  experienced  adversities,  with 
which  it  would  be  impertinent  to  trouble  the  House  : 
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lie  had  been  no-  stranger  to  the  res  angustce'  domi, 
but  still  he  had  the  heartfelt  reflection  to  know  tliat 
tie  had  uniformly  acted  on  the  purest  principles; 
and  by  his  exertion*  in  a  laborious,  profession,  ho- 
nourably seemed  his  independence;  and  he  trusted 
that  it  was  too  late  now  to  affect  bis.  character  by 
the  unjust  and  unparliamentary  appellation  whiqli 
the  noble  Lord  had  used.  He  would  not  havQ  said 
so  milch,  but  he  knew  ,  what  would  go  abroad,  an  d 
t|e  was  anxious  that  it  should, not  go  i n to, t lie  world 
without  contradiction  that  be  was  actuated  by  any 
thing  improper.  With  regard  to, his  conduct  in  the 
present  proceeding,  it  would  ,fee  in  the  recollection 
of  the  Jflouse  whether  he  had  not  confined  his  ob- 
servations almost  entirely  to.  the,  regularity,  of . tijjeir 
pr&eedings^  without  entering  into  debate  or. exa- 
mination of  .witnesses.  That  he  had  often  been 
examined  himself,  and  that  he  would  assert  with 
confidence  the  correctness sand  accuracy  of  his  evi- 
dence. But  that  very  circumstance  of  bis  being 
called  on  in  that  character,  and  the  length  of  the 
proceedings,  which  led  even  the  best,  interitkmed 
persons  to  mistake  his  statements,  made  him  more 
anxious  arid  earnest  to  repel  this  unjust  charge., 
The  honourable  Gentleman  #,  on  the  first  day  of 
the  proceeding  had,  no  doubt.;  in  the  course  qf  Jtiis 
speech  talked  of  a  select  committee,  but  he  had  hot 
moved  for  it.  Mr.  Yorke  had  suggested  a  parlia- 
mentary commission.  l\h\  Wilberforee  bad,  bp- 
posed  the  Committee  of  the  whole  Mouse ;  so  had 
the  noble  Lord.  He  had  no  doubtsaid,  that  pub- 
licity was  an  object  of  the  greatest  importance. 
Tlie  motion,  however,  for  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  was  not  made  by  him,  butVby  a, right 
honourable  Gentleman  opposite. .  He  asked,'-  if  in. 
this  proceeding  there  was,  any;  deviation  from^tbe 
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most  open  and  fair',  inquiry  ?  if  there  was  any  ap- 
pearance of  plan  or  disguise  to  mislead  jhe  House, 
in  which  there,  had  been  .the  most  free,  uncontrolled 
investigation, without  restraint,  and  v\  ilhout  one  single 
division  to  prevent  the  utinost  latitude  qf  accusa- 
tion— if  he  trad  done  any  thing  which  could  affix  "to 
his.  name,  that  he  was  the  professed  adviser  of  the 
Royal  Duke  ?  He  begged  pardon  for  troubling  ihe 
House,  and  he  recommended' to  the  not le  Lord  :to^ 
address  gentlemen  of  that  House  in  the  mode  they' 
were  entitled  to,  _  / 

Lord  FolkstoNe  explained, 

Mr.  Calckapt  said,  he  should  noi  have,  found* 
fault  with  what  had  fallen  fiom  the  noble 'Lord,  if 
he  had  not  taken  credit  to  himself  at  the  expence 
of  almost  every  other  Member  of  the  House;  as  if 
Lis  honourable  Friend  had  been  deserted,  and  left 
alone,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  been  the  Only  person' 
who  assisted  him  in  the  investigation.    That,  how- 
ever had  not  been  the  situation  of  his  honourable 
Friend.    If  it  had,  ignoiant  as  he  was  of  the  sub- 
jected the  charges,  he  should  not  have  refused  his 
feeble  aid.    Independent  of  other,  circumstances,' 
however,  he  should  have  acted  the'  part  he  did, 
from  having  observed  the  industry, and  ability  dis- 
played by  his  honourable  Friend  iii  another  case  #  ; 
knowing  which,  he  should  have  thought  he  acted 
an  indelicate  and  dishonourable  pait  had  he  thrust 
Limself  into  the  present  charges.    Nothing,  he  was 
of  opinion,  could  he  so  honourable  to  his  honour- 
able Friend,  as  that  he  stood  single  and  unsup- 
ported in  so  important  and  weighty  an  inquiry, "a'facL. 
he  entertained  not  a  doubt  that  the  evils  he  had  ex- 
posed, ,and  should  be  able  still  to  expose,  would,  not 
Only  justify  him  in  the  part  he  had  taken,  but  enti- 
tle hitn  to  the  thanks  of  the  House  and  of  the 
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country.  It  did  not  become  his  noble  Fnend,how~ 
evei,  to  anogaie  to  himself  the  sole  raent  of  assist- 
ing his  honouidble  Fnend  ,  he  (Mi  Calcraft)  must 
claim  equal  men*  to  himself  He  should  vv ith  plea- 
suie  heai  01  lead  a  panegync  on  the  noble  Lord, 
but  he  would  lathei  that  it  should  come  fiom  some 
othei  tongue  01  pen  than  Ins  own 

Lout  Folk  si  one  explained,  that  he  aiiogatecT 
no  ment  to  himself  iiom  the  aid  he  gave  to  his  ho- 
nouiabie  i  nend  He  only  alluded  to  the  assistance 
he  had  been  able  to  give  him  out  of  doors 

The  House  now  jesolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
ot  the  whole  House,  to  considei  the  conduct  of  hi& 
Royal  HighnebS,  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

Mi  Whapton  in  the  chair 

Mi  Wardi  e  said  that  a  nimoui  bad  gone  abioad 
that  it  was  intended  to  insist  that  the  evidence'  o£ 
Mjs  Claike  to  the  t  ict  ot  the  letteis  of  the  DuKe 
of  Yojk  being  in  his  Royal  Highness' s  hand  wilting 
was  not  sufficient  He  wished  to  know  if  this  was* 
so,  and  called  on  the  gentlemen  opposite  lo  make 
a  declaiation,  whethei  they  admitted  the  vwmng  of 
the  Coimnandei  in  Chief 

The  Atiornly  General  stated,  that  no  person* 
with  whom  he  was  connected  had  an)  authonty  Ojx 
this  subject  ' 

Mi  War dle  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  t,h$ 
House  to  some  letters  ot  Samuel  Caitei 

Mr  Leach  said,  befoie  these  letteis  could  be 
lead,  it  would  be  necessaiy  that  the  hand  wnting 
be  proved 

Mis  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  in,  and 
jexamtned  by  the  Committee,  as  follow^ 

Mr  War  die  Q  Do  you  know  the  hantf-^&ne:  of 
Samuel  Carter  >-A.  Yes,  I'U1  1    h  1 

C  a  Q  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  know  that  to  be  bib  band-writing  ? 
A  Yes,  I  do. 

Q   Is  that  also  [anothei  letter]  his  hand-wnting  * 
A.  Yes,  and  that  also  [a  third  letter'] 
Q   Have  you  evei  seen  him  write  ? 
A*  Yes,  I  have,  many  times 

Q  Do  you  know  the  hand-anting  of  General  Cla* 
v^iiiig  ? — A  Y«s,  I  do 

Q.  Have  jou  ever  seen  him  wiite  ? 
^4  Yes,  I  have,  many  times 

Q  Do  you  know  that  to  be  his  hand-writing  ?  [a  letter 
l>eing  shewn  to  the  ivitnefs  ] 

A  Yes,  it  is  [Three  other  letters  being  shewn  to 
Mrs,  Clajke']  These  also  aie  Geneial  Cla\enng>s  hand- 
writing 

Q  Is  that  the  hand-wntmg  of  Baroness  Nolleken  > 
[a  letter  being  shewn  to  the  witness  ] — A  Yes. 

Q  Is  that  also  >  [anothei  lettei] — A   It  is. 

Q  Did  you  ever  see  the  Baioness  write p 

A.  Yes,  I  have  ,  and  that  also,  [a  third  letter]  is  her 
hand -wilting. 

Q.  Did  you  evei  see  Mi,  Fldeiton  write  * 

A.  There  aie  thiee  Mi  Eldej ton's. 

Q  Did  you  evei  see  the  Mi  Eideiton  wnte  by  whom 
those  Ittteis  aie  subscribed  ? 

A*  Yes,  I  got  him  \  J'aymasteisbip  in  the  22d  Light 
Dragoons,  these  thiee  aie  all  his  hand-writing;  it  is  the 
eldeft  Mr.  Elderton,  Befoie  I  lea^e  the  House  I  beg 
leave  to  say,  I  nevei  in  my  life  told  Mi.  Nicholls  that  T 
was  nnamed  to  Mi  Dowlei,  and  that  the  Duke  of  Yolk 
would  send  him  abroad,  nor  any  thing  of  the  kind.  V 
jrather  think  he  has  been  bubed'  by  Mr.  Wilkinson. 

The  following  papers  were  read : 

**  Honoured  Madam,  "  20th  Segt  1804 '» 

w  J  wrote  to  the  Inspector  General  (Gwvnn)  for  leave  of  absence 
on  the  14th,  but  received  no  answer,  which  has  thrown  me 
tx  into  a  great  dilemma,  having  this  morning;  been  put  m 
*(  orders  to  hold  myself  in  reddmesr  to>4o  duty  m  a  day  op 
41  two  The  Adjutant  infi  rms  me,  if  I  have  not  my  regi- 
•**  medals  ready  when  called  upon,  I  shall  be  put  under  an 
<*  arrest     Itermit  me.  Madam,  to  he^e  that  your  goodness 

«'  "Thick 
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"  which  T  have  experienced  so  often  in  the  greatest  degree 
<c  possible)  will  extricate*  me  from  so  unpleasant  a  situation^ 
"  by  obtaining  me  leave  of  ab&ence  speedily 
Honoured  Madam,  the  favour  of  a  line  would  tend  to  disperse 
"  those  fears  which  have  been  some  time  prevalent  with  me, 
ic  which  was  occasioned  by  your  silence,  (viz  )  that  ^orae  part 
u  of  my  conduct  has  offended  you  froia  gratitude,  1  say  with 
"  energy,  God  Almighty  forbid 

(<  Accept,  Madam,  the  sincere  thanks  and 
u  acknowledgment*  of  yourgiateful  servant, 

SAMUEL  CARTEk  * 

Note'    Having  wrote  to  his  Royal Highness  for  leave,  I  received 
"  an  answer,  directing  me  to  apply  to  the  Inspector  General. 

"  Mr^  Clarke, 
1%.  Gloucester-place,  Portman-square,,  London  " 

«  Isle  of  Wight,  2d'  Oct  1834  M 

I  was  extremely  i?orry  at  not  havipg  had  it  m  my  power  to  wait 
"  until  you  came  in  from  the  BaioiVs-,  in  order  to  thank  you^ 
"  for  the  kind  benevolence  1  have  ever  experienced  from  >o«^ 
u  and  which  has  made  so  deep  an  impression  on  my  heart  and 
"  mind  as  no-t  to  be  erased  by  tirrfe  Honoured  Madam,*  I 
"  have  still  to  beg  the  continuance;  of  that  benevoienee  ,  for, 
(i  having  placed  me  in  a  situation  «vhi"h  requites-  a^g-eat  tiuwi- 
*'  ber  of  expensive  things  at  %st,  and  notwithstanding  having 
'*  laid  out  my  money  with  the  greatest  economy,  1  find  it  mad- 
equate  I  have  now  the  offer  of  a  barrai  k-room  (which  will 
u  save  the  expence  of  lodging-)),  but  I  have  no  cot,  or  any 
"  money  to  buy  one,  neither  have  I  any  to  sub^Ht  on  nil  the 
*'  24th  If,  Madam,  you  will  extend  your  kindness  towards 
i6  me  once  moie>  it  will  ever  be  gratefully  remembered 
"  by,  Madam,  your  sincerely  thankful  servant, 

/  "  SAMUlL  CARTER  '> 

Honoured  Madam,  I  have  set  th^  things  down  which  I  bought^ 
"  by  which  you  will  see  the  state  of  my  p*m  * 

£    Si  d 

"  Belt  and  feather    *  18  0 

"  To  swotd  ami  sask  6   3  0 

<c  Gorget  and  swordknot'  ll  8'  (X 
"  Paid  Lewis    .  7'   0^  0 

<s  Ditto  laundry  maid  0*10  Q 

"  Ditto  taylor's  hill  ,      %  Q 

(  Trunk  •       .  •       If  M    (j*  < 

<$  Gloves  and  stockings  •  12  0 
$<  Silk  hantochiefs       •  it  0,14  0 

li     i  ]f    ■«!     II  >l' 

S3i  1  am*  ' 

<*  Round 
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Brought  forwird  . 

22 

0 

«< 

Hound  hat  trimmed  ♦ 

1 

14 

0 

£  ( 

Watch  from  pledge 

2 

3 

0 

Biotb  and  shoes 

3 

10 

0 

44. 

lixpences  d^wn     ..  # 

5 

0 

(< 

Boi  rowed  at  depot 

6 

2 

6 

«* 

1  o  jacket  and  trimming* 

4 

5 

0 

41 

19 

6 

"  Mrs  Clarke,. 
u  18,  Gloucester-place  Portmau  square,  London  " 

ct  Chrendon  Transport,  Spithead,  4th  Jan  1805v 
"  Honoured  Madam,. 

*£  Impelled  by  mv  dieadful  situation,  and  my  perfect  knowledge 
u  of  your  goodness,  I  tiust  )  ou  will  pardon  the  liberty  of  ad- 
il  dressing  you  again 

*f  Since  my  last,  the  embarkation  has  taken  place,  and  I  am  now 
"  on  board  m  a  situation  not  to  be  described  You  can  form 
4<  a  better  idea  of  it  than  in  my  power  to  express  I  have^no 
M  stock  tor  the  \o>age,  neither  have  1  any  money  to  purchase 
<  those  little  things  which  are  absolutely  necessary  I  ha\e 
"  t&  keep  watch  four  hour  e\ery  night,  and  h-\ve  nothing  tp 
'*  eatbut^alt  meat  thiee  times  a  week,  and  water  to  drink,  the 
**  turn  being  so  bad,  \ii  impossible  to  drink  it 

'*  Your  goodness  to  me  his  ever  been  such  as  leaves  not  the  smallest 
"  doubt  that  you  will  not  suffu*  me  to  starve  m  the  situation 
"  you  have  been  pleased  to  place  me,  and  which  i  .  such  as 
"  will  ever  tend  to  make  me  the  most  grateful  and  happy  of 
*'  beings 

u  Should,  Madam,  yon  be  induced  to  take  mto  consideration  my 
"  wretched  case,  and  bv  a  little  pecuniary  aid  save  me  fiom 
u  every  thing  that  is  horrible,  it  will  be  an  act  worthy  of 
"  yourself,  and  inip"rmt  that  upon  my  heart  which  ^ili  never 
w  be  erased 

"  I  am,  Madam,  your  grateful  seivant, 

"  SAMUEL  CARTER  » 
i(  Be  so  kind  as  direct  the  letters  to  be" 
"  left  at  the  Post- office,  Portsmouth  " 

> 

"PS  We  shall  la)  at  Spithead  this  fortnight  —Having  received 
"  orders  to  sail  to  Coik  this  morning,  1  have  opened  the  let- 
w  ter,  m  ordtr  to  pray  you  would  direct  to  Qoik,  but  we  only 
u  stay  there  twenty-four  hours,  as  the  convoy  is  appointed  " 

*<  Mrs  Clarke, 
<«  18^  Gloucester  place,  Fortman  square,  London 

The  Cleik  .was  about  lo  read  Baroness  Nolleken's 
letters,  wtoer^ 

Mr. 
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Mi  Leach  observed,  that  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  to  examine  the  letters  had  selected  those 
which  had  been  piebented  a»  relevant  to  the  matter 
befoie  the  Hotibe*  In  doing  this,  they  had  pio« 
ceeded  on  the  pimciple,  tliat  ever}'  lettei  which, 
djiectly  oi  indiiectly,  shewed  the  influence  of  Mrs. 
Clotike,  ought  to  be  pioduced,  although  not  imme- 
diately connected  with  the  cfyaiges  befoie  the 
House.  These  letteis  fiom  the  Baioness  Nolleken 
had  foi  instance  no  lefeience  to  any  of  the  charges. 
They  meiely  lelated  to  an  application  made  to  Mrs, 
Clarke,  that  she  would  use  hei  influence  to  induce 
his  Ro}al  Highness,  the  Duke  o{  Yoik,  to  inter- 
lei^  in  a  mattei  wholly  civil.  He  doubted  whether 
those  letteis  could,  with  piopiiety,  be  read  to  the 
Committee.,  as  the  enquny,  in  which  they  weie  en- 
gaged, was  g.  mihtaiv  and  not  a  civil  one. 

Mi.  W  hitbread  submitted  to  the  Committee, 
that  at  any  late  the  othei  letteis  might  fiibt  be  lead. 

*'  My  dear  Mrs  C         "  Bishops  Waltham,  So^h  June  1804 

***  Where) our  note  of  Wednesday  has  been  travelling,  as  it  only 
"  arrived  here  this  morning,  1  have  na  notion,  and  it  had 
<J  not  reached  Conduit  street  at  five  o'clock  Wednesday  after- 
u  noon,  when  I  quitted  town  The  disappointment  is  pro- 
*'  voking,  as  I  particularly  wished  to  have  seen  you  But 
"  we  must  console  omselvea  in  the  hope  of  more  fortunate 
41  times 

<<  Very  truly  youi's 

4e  H  M  CLAVER4NG"  ~ 

"  Mrs  Clarke, 
u  18,  GkTster  place,  fortman-square,  London  " 

"  My  dear  Mrs,  C   "Bishops  Waltham,  5  Sept  X804  '» 

(<  You  mention  that  H»s  Royal  Highness  did  not  comprehend 'my 
"  proposal,  my  idea  wis>  thio,  --the  Defence  Act,  Article  30, 
**  states,  '*  that  men  to  be  rus^d  by  that  Act,  are  not  com- 
u  pelUble  to  beive  out  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  islands  im- 
"  nledidtely  a  tacned  "  And  in  32,  u  that  they  shall  not  re- 
*  .  ^main  embodied  for  more  than  su  moaiths  #fter  the  peace  " 
"  We  have  alieady  expenenced  the  fatal  neee&s-itj  of  disbmd- 
4i  wg  corps  at  an  apparent  conclusion  of  -war,  and  the^rmv* 
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u  chief  anting  from  holding  out  temptation  to  men  to  exttnd 
u  their  sc  ices 

<v  Kiy  pioj  o&al  Jiep  was  to  ratse  -i  battalion  for  geneial  and  uth- 
u  muccl  60iuce^  by  the  \ol  m^iiy  ofTcis  of  a  stipuhtcd  number 
<£  of  men  from  each  regiment  of  mihtia,  at  a  ceitam  bount\, 
Ci  in  the  sime  manner  a1?  .ome  of  our  regiments  were  aug. 
ct  mented  duung  the  last  wir  Tne  batfai'on  to  be  solely  oth- 
44  cered  horn,  the  half  pay  list,  by  which  Government  \\  ould 
(  at  onee  acquire  a  ceitam  effective  and  well  disciplined  foice^ 
whos4?  sei\ices  they  can  to  am  period  command,,  the  half- 
ii  pay  be  bghteiied,  and  the  mihtia  culoiels  have  no  reason  to> 
u  growl,  since  it  is  cU  termuied  tha*  their  establishment  is  to 
*c  be  i educed,  towaids  which  the  men  so  volunteering  would 
€S  conduce 

"  Should  an  opportunity  occur,  do  submit  the  plan  to  His  Royal 
*'  Highness,  without  arguing  too  strongly  upon  u,  as  he  must 
"  be  tired  to  death  with  proposals ,  and  as  I  would,  not  appear^ 
'*  even  through  so  circuitc-us  a  channel,  to  trespass  on  his  pa* 
"  tience,  when  so  recently  under  an  obligation  for  mv  present* 
i(  appointment 

cs  If  you  approve  of  dry  reading,  get  the  Defence  Act  to  refer  to^ 
44  and  do  communicate  all  the  good  things  m  the  good  town 

u  Always  very  truly  >ourst 

«  H  M  CLAVE  B1NG."  ' 

«  My  dear  Mrs  C  >  "  28  Sept 

4<  I  shall  not  pursue  the  partridges  on  the  first  of  September ,  on 
"  the  contraiy,  propose  being  m  London  in  the  couise  of  the 
"  mormng.,  and  beg  you  will  send  me  word  at  the  Prince'  of 
"  Wales  Coffee-house,  whether  you  can  receive  me  in  boot& 
"  about  siii,  or  latei,  if  you  please, 

"  Veiy  truly % 

«  Mrs  Clarke,  "  H  M  CLAVERING  » 

"  18,  G  looter-place,  Port  man-square,  London  " 

"  My  dear  Mrs  C  "  Bishops  Waltham,  11  Nov  1804 

"  The  purpoit  of  this  n>  to  thank  you  for  > our  attempt  to  <^rve 
**  me,  tho  unsuccessful,  the  inclination  being  the  same  Oa 
"  Sunday  next  1  propose  being  in  town,  if  pos>ibie,  for  one 
"  day  on1}'     Can  you  so  contuse  that  ve  shall  meet ' 

"  Yours  \ei v  ti ul} , 
*Mrs  Ciirke,  "H  M  GLAVER1NCJ" 

"  18,  Glo^ter-place,  Portman  square,.  London  " 

«<  Mv  dear  Mrs  C >  "  Bishoj  ^  Waltham,  12  Dec  1804  u 

u  Ibere  is  a  strong  report,  that  s6me  new  regiments  are  about  to  be 
"  raised,  which,  tho1  mciedible,  1  ny-iU  be  obliged  to  you  to 
u  asceitam.  *Jie  tmth  ot,  and  to  acquaint  me  soon  as  possible 
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«  — tw^W  O  left  mt  this  mommgfor  fown,  to  return  agaiu 
"  ne  vt  week 

<l  Very  truly  v  ours, 
«  Mrs  Clarke,  <(H  M  C LOWERING  " 

Glo'ster-place,  Portman-square,  London" 

Mi  Eldei  ton's  letters  wei  e  about  to  be  1  ead,  when 
Mr  Lfach  submitted  to  the  House,  that  although. 
Mis  Clarke  had  said  that  she  had  obtained  for  Mr. 
Eldeiton  a  paymastei  ship,  she  had  not  said  that  that 
paymasters!} ip  was  pucuied  thiough  the  Duke  of 
Yoik 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  coticuned. 
in  the,  pjopnety  of  the  observation  made  by  the 
Hon  Gentleman  Mis.  Ciaike  might  have  obtain- 
ed this  payrnasteiship  thiough  other  channels,  by 
the  means  of  Mr  Maltby  foi  instance  In  his  opi- 
nion it  was  indiapensible  thatsjie  should  be  examined 
on  this  point. 

Mis  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  again  called 
m,  and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows, 

Q  Through  what  influence  did  you  get  the  pay  mas- 
tership for  Mr  Elderteb  ? 

A  The  Duke  of  Yoik  obliged  Mr  Greenwood  to  give 
it,  very  m  lob  againbt  Mi.  Gieenwood's  wishes  ; 

Q  Was  it  any  militaiy  matter  upon  which  the  Baro- 
ness Nolleken  wiote  to  you  ? — A,  No,  it  was  not. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

Mr  Leach  again  suggested,  that  as  the  subject 
of  Baroness  Nolleken's  letters  was  not  of  a  military 
mature,  it  ought  not  to  be  enquired  into. 

Sir  G.  Warrender,  though  he  allowed  that  the 
piesent  question  did  not  beai  exactly  on  the  points 
immediately  undei  the  consideiation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, yet  as  the  Committee  had  already  deviated 
m  seveial  respects  from  their  precise  instructions, 
Jje  thought  that  it  might  as  well  be  put.  He  was 
the  more  inclined  to  this  opinion,  as  the  investiga- 
tion 
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Uoa  o^the  tpattei  had  a  veiy  impoitant  beaung  on 
tbc  cieciibiltt>  o*  Mib  Claike  1 

r  a  u  h  s  1  v  onsidered  that  the  question  ought 
not  to  be  put,  and  Jii  Luch  iep,eated  his  found 
obstipations  But  Loid  Folksjone  declaied, 
"  that  it  such  a  question  could  not  be  put,  it  would 
be  hecessaiy  as  ^oon  as  the  pomuuttee  rose,  to  move 
the  Hou^e  ioi  an  enlatgement  pf  then  powei»," 
fI  he  witness  v\as  a«aui  called  in 

o 

Q  In  consequence  of  the  Baioness  Nolleken's  letter, 
did  \ou  apply  to  the  Duke  oi  Yoik  upon  the  subject  of 
thit  iettei  * 

A  Yt  a,  I  did,  but  I  do  not  know  what  that  subject  is , 
tlide  ate  seveial  wishes  the  Baioness  had,  that  I  applied 
about,  I  shewed  all  nei  Iettei s  to  him 

Geimal  Loffut.  Q  Yon  have  stated,  that  the  Duke 
of  Yotk  obliged  Mi  Gieenwood  to  give  the  payma&tei- 
ship  to  Mt  Eldeiton  much  against  his  consent,  how  do 
\ou  know  that  ? 

A  His  Boyal  Highness  told  me  so  himself,  and  very 
likely  Mi  G^enwood  will  say  so  too 

Q  Look  at  those  letters  again,  and  say  whether  they 
aie  all  vntten  by  the  same  peiSon* 

A  Those  are  her  letter  (No  41  and  119)  ,  when  she- 
was  ill  her  eldest  son  wiote  for  hei ,  I  should  rather  think 
this  (No  1^7)  ishti  eldest  son's  writing 

Q   Did  }  on  e\  er  see  the  eldest  son  w  rite  ? 

A  Yes,  1  think  I  have,  but  I  caanot  be  positive  as 
to  his  hand  willing,  only  I  know  the  Baioness  has  fre- 
quently told  me  that  she  had  oidered  her  son  to  wute  to 
me  when  she  has  been  ill  ,  v  t 

Mr.  S.  Browne  Q  Is  the  Iettei  which  you  say  was 
written  by  the  son  of  the  Baroness,  one  of  those  whic'h 
}ou  just  sa'd  was  written  b}  the  Baroness  heiself ? 

A  Yes,  it  is  one  ot  those,  but  you  will  allow  that  I 
liad  not  a  moment  to  look  over  it,  and  another  thing, 
those  Utters  have  been  taken  without  my  consent*  and  I 
have  nof  looked  at  fhem  mvself,  I  had  sent  them  down 
to  be  baa  ed,  and  nevei  thought  they  would  come  for- 
ward again,  and  thi&  is  near  a  twelvemonth  sjnee. 
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Q,  Do  you  mean  by  the  eldest  son  of  the  Baroness 
Nolleken,  Mr.  Le  Maitie> 

A.  No,  Gustavus  Nolleken. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  write * 

A.  Yes,  I  have  seen  him  witte,  I  thmk  ,  but  I  cannot 
be  positive  as  to  his  hand,  any  further  than  I  said  before, 
that  he  used  to  write  his  mothers  notes. 

Q  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  those  letteis  were  wntten 
only  twelve  months  ago  5 

A.  No,  I  suppose  there  aie  dates  to  them,  to  shew 
when  they  weie  written. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-wnting  of  any  other  son  of 
Baioness  Nolleken  ? 

A.  No,  I  was  acquainted  with  the  two  sons,  but  I  do 
not  know  the  writiug ,  the  youngest  son  was  m  the  Guards, 
and  was  very  seldom  with  his  mothei ;  the  other  was  al- 
wa)  s  with  his  mother,  and  a  great  deal  with  me 

Q  Then  }  ou  cannot  positively  state  that  this  is  the 
hand-wutmg  of  any  one  son  of  the  Baroness  Nolleken  in 
particulai  * 

A.  No,  I  cannot;  perhaps  it  is  the  Baioa's  writing; 
he  used  to  wnte  to  me. 

Q  In  short  you  do  not  know  whose  hand  wuting  it  is? 

A  I  hardly  looked  at  it,  I  know  pietty  well  what  the 
subject  is,  and  whence  it  came,  the  Baioness  wahted  a 
pension  of  four  hundied  pounds  a  year,  and,  if  I  recol- 
lect right,  that  is  the  lettei  about  it. 

[The  witness  was  duected  to  withdraw. 

Mr  Leach  ob&ei  ved^that  the  question,  "  Whe- 
ther or  not  these  letteis  ou^hl  to  be  read  ?"  had  not 
yet  been  decided  by  the  Committee,  It  was,  there- 
fore, highly  impiopei  that  t|ie  witness'**  last  answer 
should  stand  o»  the  minutes,  and  lie  pieposed  that 
it  should  be  expunged. 

Aftei  a  few  observations  from  Sir  T.  Tuhton 
„  and  Mr.  C  Adams,  it  was  agieed  that  the  answer 
should  remain. 

The  following  papeis  were  read ; ; 

"My 

No.  XVII.  V.  <2.  D 
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*<  My  dear  Madam, 

<c  Nothing  but  the  paidonable  anxiety  which  I  naturally  fee!  for 
"  the  welfaie  of  a  chili,  should  induce  me  to  piesume  to 
ii  trespass  upon  you  af  present 
>  *c  You  know  ni}  boy  Charge*,  he  is  a  fine  youth,  with  a  finished 
"  education  Hib  appointment  to  a  cadetslnp  m  the  mftntiy 
"  foi  Madras  was  confirmed  this  morning,  and  I  shall  engage 
"  him  a  passage  on  board  the  Ocean,  which  will  sail  from  the 
**  Dowas  in  aoout  five  days 

4i  Charles  must  leave  town  for  Portsmouth,  and  go  on  board  on 
u  Wednesday  next 

€(  Do  you  think,  my  dear  Madam,  thai  HisRojal  Highness  the 
*'  Duke  of  York  will  condescend  to  honour  him  with  letters 
*'  of  recommendation  to  Lord  William 

<€  Bentinck,  Governor  of  Madras, 

<(  and  to  Major  General  Sir  John  Francis 

"  Craddock,  K  B  the  Commandei  m  Chief  there,  destnng 
"  them  to  exchange  him  from  the  infantry,  and  place  him  in 
<(  thfc  cavahy  *  > 

c<  Jf  you  will  confer  upon  us  both  the  very  great  favour  of  soliciting 
*4  His  Royal  Highness,  to  deign  to  confer  upon  us  this  distm- 
*'  gifKhcd  obligation,  it  will  for  ever  remain  deeply  engraven 
u  upon  the  grateful  heaits  of  Charles  Elderton,  and  of 
"  My  dear  Madam,  yours  very  sincerely, 

"  Friday,  18  Jan."  "  Hy  ELDERTON  " 


"  I  have  this  moment  received  a  summons  to  attend  Mr  Green- 
"  wood,  who  has  heaid  from  Scotland,  and  desires  me  not  to 
'*  make  any  preparation  for  a  voyage    I  fear  all  is  over  m  that 
"  quarter,  but  1  «hall  know  to-morrow,  and  will  immediately 
*  "  afterwards  wait  upon  you 

(t  Mrs  Clarke, 
<f  18,  Glo'ster-place,  Portman-squaie. 


"  My  dear  Madam, 

"  I  fancy  you  aie  (and  I  sincerely  hope  you  ever  will  remain)  a 
"  perfect  stranger  to  anxiety,  otherwise  I  think  >ou  would 
"  not  have  left  town  on  Friday,  without  first  gratifying  me  with 
*    M  a  reply  to  my  last. 
Perhaps  you  will  ha\e  the  goodness  to  introduce  the  subject  to 
"  the  notice  of  His  Royal  Highness  on  Monday  evening,  and 
"  so  enable  yourself  to  oblige  me  On  Tuesday  morning  with 
such  an  answer  as  may  serve  to  guide  the  conduct  of 
,         "  Your  faithful  servant, 
«  21,  Portman-street,  3d  Dec  «  Hv.  ELDERTON  " 

«  Mrs  Clarke, 
4<  18,  Glo'ster-place,  Portman-square.  * 


"Sir 
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Sir, 


S€  It  is  infinitely  beyond  tbe  power  of  iang  lage  to  convey  to  Your 
*'  Ro>al  Highness  «i\  adequate  idea  ot  the  ex'ent  of  my  gra*i- 
'*  tude  for  the  great  favour  ■which  you  hive  deigned  to  confer 
*'  upon  me,  in  confiiming  tbe  leave  of  absence  granted  to  me 
"  by  *?ir  Robert  Abererombie  Your  Roja!  Highness  has 
*'  raised  me  from  the  most  profound  despair  to  happmes,  and 
I  shall  ne\er  cease  to  blessYour  Royal  Iligness  for  ) our 
**  gracious  condescension  and  goodness  tovvards 

"  Your  Royal  HighnessS  mo«tt  devoted  servant, 
"  17  April,"  "  HEiNRY  kLDERTON  " 

His  Royal  High  the  Duke  of  York  n 

4(  My  dear  Madam,  <e  Gloucester  place,  Sept  22  " 

*'  I  am  this  moment  favoured  with  your  veiy  kind  letter ,  this  fresh 
"  mark  of  your  friendship  grveb  me  great  pleasure  1  hopd 
*'  the  change  of  an  has  ptifcct1/  restore  '  your  healthj  and  that 
'*  1  shall  have  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  you  return  to  town  n 
4t  as  good  looks  as  ever  M\  dear  Baron,  wi*h  his  best  le 
*'  3pect»  *o  you,  begs  \oti  will  havf  he  gooch  e^  io  a.Mire 
u  II  &  H  of  the  <U^p  ^vhj  oi  ^r^ntvid.  ht  f~c>*  for  t«*< 
"  Dukf's  guc$^u>  r^membriiice  of  hm  aw4  tbmlts  with 
"  ycu  that  Hi»  M  »je*f)  w&mid  be  mow  liberal  to  hii»  tfcatt 
4f  Mr,  it  he  d^re  pjesu*»e  to  judge' from  His  M«*» 

'*  j^sty'i  goodm^  to  him  for  ttoe  forty  year?  past,  on  cmtf- 
u  occasion  I  l^ope  the  weather  ha*?  been  as  fine  at  Margate 
H  ag  m  Loudon ,  it  has,  thank  God,  quite  restored  raj  health, 
I  flatter  myself  you  will  favour  rue  with  a  visit  041  Wednes- 
u  day,,  any  time  most  agreeable  to  you  to  name,  for,  be  ab- 
*<  sured,  I  enjoy  very  sincerely  the  pleasure  of  your  society, 
**  exclusive  of  the  gratitude  I  shall  ever  feel  for  the  kmd  m- 
st  tercst  you  take  for  me  and  mine  Adieu,  my  dear  Madam* 

*f  Believe  me  yours  most  truly, 
«  Mrs  Clarke,  "  M  NQLEKEN  \ 

Royal  Hotel,  Margate,  Kent  " 


((  Deai  Mcdara, 

I  *ee  by  the  Tape's,  that  the  D  was  with  the  king  yesterday 
"  moimug,  aad  that  Mr  Pin  had  a  pruate  audience  of  His 
"  Majesty,  I  therefore  indulge  a  hope  th  U  my  request  mav  have 
*c  been  thought  of,  do  th-n,  my  dear  Madam,  inform  me  in. 
41  what  state  ol  forwardness  it  now  stalls,  when  and  by  whota 
"  my  letter  was  given^  and  how  recei\ed  Pardon  my  giving 
w  )ou  the  trouble  of  answering  me  aU  theso  questions,  but 
**  tbe  very  kind  part  you  have  taken  m  this  business,  assures 
u  me  you  will  pardon  me,  and  think  it  but  natural  I  should 
"  teel  anxious  m  a  matter  of  so  much  consequence  to  me  and 
44  mine    A  thousand  thanks  for  the  carp  you  were  so  good  as 

a  "to 

D  & 
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u  to  send  me  yesterdaj,  and  with  m>  kindest  TU^lie^  he  « 
**  Sured, 

w  My  dear  Mvlam, 

**  1  remain,  most  sincerely, 
<(  Thursday,  five  o'clock  ,f  c*  Your  much  obliged, 

"  Mrs  Clarke,  18  »  "  M.  NOLEKEN 


The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchfouer  called  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  lo  the  cuciunstance  thai 
the  letter  which  had  been  just  read,,  pui porting  to 
,  be  fiom  Mr  Llderton  to  the  Duke  of  York,  was 
■without  a  seal  It  had  probably  been  enclosed  in  a 
cove*  to  Mis  CI  ^rkc,  to  be  sent  to  H  Royal  High- 
ness oi  not,  us  that  lad)r  pleased,  but  it  was  found  in 
thfe  cuMod\  of  Mrs  Claike  heiselt. 

THOMAS  WALKLR  was  called  in,  and  exa- 
mined by  the  Committee,  as  follows 

Mf  Wardle  Q  Did  jou  live  with  Mrs.  Clarke  m 
Glouce^tei  -place,  as  coachman  ? — A  Yes. 

Q  Do  ^ou  lecollect  a  footman  there,  of  the  name  of 
Samuel  Caiter* — A  Yes 

Q.  Was  Samuel  Caiter  in  the  constant  habit  of  wait* 
tng  at  dinner,  while  he  was  there  ? — A  Yes,  he  was. 

Q   Do  \ou  know  Miss  Tayloi ? — Yes,  I  do. 

Q  Have  jou  fiequentl)  seen  hei  in  Gloucester-place? 

A  Yes,  I  have ? 

Q  Do  \ou  lecoltect  and  know  whether  Samuel  Carter 
was  m  the  habit  of  going  behind  the  cainage^ 
A  Yes,  he  did 

Lord  Folkestone  Q  Weie  }ou  head  coachman  at 
Gloucestei -place ? — A  I  w  as 

Q  How  many  horses  did  Mrs  Clarke  k#ep  ? 

A  Sojm times  six,  sometimes  eight 

Q  How  man)  carnages  •* — A  Two 

Q  Never  raoie* — A   No  moie  at  otie  time, 

^  Do  vou  know  who  pi  ovided  the  keep  for  the  horses ? 

Al*  Mrs  Claike 

Q«  Diet  she  pay  the  bilk ? 
"A^  As  far  as  I  know,  she  did. 
"Qc*Were  they  paid  thtough  \ou  * 

A>  No,  they  4  were  not 
*  •  -  J?iy  At 
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Right  Horn  Mr,  Yorke  Q  Did  Samuel  Carter  wear 
a  livery  ? — A  'No,  he  did  not.. 

Q  How  do  }  ou  know  that  Samuel  Carter  ever  waited 
at  table 5 — A*  I  waited  at  the  same  time. 

Q  Did  \ou  evei  wait  at  table  when  the  Duke  of 
Yoik  was  there  ? — A  I  d,id 

0,  Did  you  weai  a  livery  when  you  waited  at  table? 

A  I  did  not 

Mr  0  Adams  Q  When  Samuel  Caiter  went  be- 
ll m  id  the  rat  nage>  did  he  go  behind,  the  carnage  without^ 
a  hveiy  — A  Yes,  he  did 

Q  Had  Mrs.  Clarke  an}  liveiy  foi  any  of  ber^;  vants  > 

A,  Ye&,  the  footman* 

Q  Did  }ou  weai  a  liveiy  when  you  diove  the  carnage  ? 
A  I  certainly  did 

Q  Do  you  know  with  whom  Samuel  CaiteVhved  be- 
fore he  came  to  Mib  Claike  ? 

A.  1  un4ei stood  he  wa&  along  w,itb  Captain  Sutton  y 

Q,  Did  you  evei  see  him  at  Mis.  Qlaike's  when*  ojfr, 
"was  Captain  Sutton' s  servant > — A*  I  cli/1  noU 

Q  When  you  said  he  was  along  with  Captain  Su.tto«|, 
chd  you  mean  that  he  was  Captain,  Sutton^  seivant? 

A  J  did  nou 

Q  When  he  lived  at  Mis  ^taik^'s*  d^d  he  di&e  witk. 
the  othei  sen  ants  * 

A  He  did,  for  any  thing  l  knew.^ 

Q  Did  jou  dine  with  theothei  servants? 

A  I  did  not. 

Q.  Were  you  upon  boaid  wages  p->^AUi Yes,  1*  pas.^ 

Q  Did  you  evei  hear  wjiose  son  Sjujaue^  Carter  w<aj§« 
supposed  to  be  5 — A   I  never  <Jid^  ,  *  */ 

How  many  more;  servants  ^4  Mr**  Qlarjce  ke^l 

^|  Sometimes  six,  sometimes  seven* 

Mr  Wardle*  Q  You  rmve  stated*  that  you  waited  ai 
table  ,  do  you  recollect  Miss  Taylor  dunng>  there  when, 
you  waited  at  table  *  > 

A  1  lecollect  when  his  Tfcoyat  Hi gl>n,es^ .  ,aod 
Claike  dined  together,  theie  was  another  lady^ 

Q.  Do  }  ou  know  who  that  oth^r  lady  was ?— J^o  jiyt, 

Q.  Do  }0u  mean  th4t  you  dp*  not  kngw^©$  $s>  oat  rtj-q 
collect ?— • A.  I  do  not  recollect    _  y 
.  Qt  Do  you  know  Miss  Taylor  *—At  I  do^rnhv.  * 

D  q 
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"*Q.  You  have  stated  before,  that  you  know  Miss  Tay- 
lor ,  are^ou  certain  that  \ou  evei  saw  Miss  Taylor  rn 
<jrloucestei  place  ? — A   I  am  ceitam  I  have 

Sir  John  Sebright.  Q.  What  did  }0u  understand  Sa- 
muel Cartel  was  to  Captain  Sutton  5 — A.  I  iie\ei  heard 
what  he  was 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that  he  was  not  a  servant  ? — 
A*  1  do  not 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  with  Mrs  Clarke  ?— 
A.  Ab6tet  three  yeais 

Q.  With  whom  do  you  live  now  ? — A  With  Mis, 
Clarke*  # 

[The  witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw, 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in  ] 

Attorney  General  Q  When  did  \ou  fhsfc  live  with 
Mrs  Clarke  ? — A*  At  the  time  that  his  Royal  Highness 
C&ttie^to  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Have  \ou  lived  with  her  continually  ever  since ? — • 
A*  I*have  not 

Q,  When  did  you  leave  her  ? — A.  After  Mis  Clarke 
left  Gloucester-place 

? Q.  When  did  yoa  return  to  her  service  ? — A*  About 
six  weeks  ago. 

Q.  You  did  not  live  with  her  at  any  time  between  her 
leaving  Gloucester-place  tjnd  $yx  weeks  ago  * — A  A  ht«> 
tie  while  after  she  left  Glouccstei -place. 

Q  Did  SamuefCarter  very  frequently  go  behind  the 
carriage  ?— f-A,  Not  more  th&n  once  or  twice. 

Q.  How  long  hac£  Sarmiel  Carter  lived  with  Mrs* 
Clarke* — A  £thf&k  about  a  twelvemonth,  to  the  best 
of  my  knowlecjge  1 
*£  I  L^ke  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw* 

WJtLJAM  M'DGWALL  was  called  in,  and  exa- 
lafinetl  by  the  O&rrnniuee,  as  follows. 

'Hr^VPai  die.  Q.  Did  you  live  with  Mrs.  Clafkevas 
ftottfSflftjSVi.  Glouce^ter^fcce  >~~A  Ye$.  4  *[ 

Do  you  recollect  the  name  of  the  footman  that  was 

Ihetc 
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there  at  the  same  time  > — A  Hr=>  name  Was  Carter ,  by 
the  name  I  cannot  say  any  farther 

Q  Did  you  and  the  otbei  footman,  of  the  name  of 
Carter*  do  your  work  together  ? — A  Yes 

Q»  Do^ouknowMissTavloi  ? — A  I  know  a  lady  of  the 
name  of  Miss  Tavloi ,  but  I  cannot  recollect  her,  the*  e  are 
so  many  of  the  name  ,  I  cannot  say  that  I  know  an\  thing 
paiticular,  I  know  the  lady  that  med  to  go  down  to 
Weybndge  of  that  name,  that  is  all  I  can  bay 

Q  Do  you  recollect  that  Miss  Taylor  being  in  Glou- 
cester-place as  well  as  at  Weybndge  ? — A*  I  cannot  sayj 
1  have  known  a  lad\  of  the  name  of  Miss  Taj  lor  that 
vt^ed  to  call  theie,  but  I  cannot  say  that  I  should 
know  hei. 

Q.  Do  }  ou  recollect  the  ladv  whom  you  speak  of  as 
Miss  Tajloi,  the  lady  that  wis  at  We} bridge,  being  at 
Glou cester- place ? — A  1  es  I  do  b\  that  nam* 

Q  Do  you  recollect  Miss  Tavlor  evei  being  at  Wey- 
bndge when  the  Duke  or  York  was  there  ? — A  I  can* 
not  say,  the  Dvkc  of  Yo^k  might  be  there  ,  but  I  can- 
not speak  to  that,  foi  the  itason,  because  I  d<5  not  know  it. 

Q.  Were  ^ou  m  the  habits  of  going1  to  Weybndge 
with  your  trustless  p — A  Yes 

Q  Did  \oa  ever  see  the  ^f>uke"  of 1  Yoi k  tnere  * — 
A   Yes,  I  cannot  -ay  but  I  did  ^ 

Q  You  also  state,  that  }ou  have  see*n  Mrss  Ta^lor'at( 
We} bridge,  can  }oi  recollect  whethei  >ou*'e\ei  gjftV 
Mi^sTavloi  at  We\  budge  at  the  "time'  the  Dukfe  o¥ 
York  was  there  * — A  1  have  tolfi  that  before^  that  the 
Duke  of  York  might  be  at  Weybndge,  for  anything 
that  1  know  -  '  >J 

Lord  Palmerston  Q  Was  Carter  employed  in *  stay* 
other  mannei,  except  waiting  at  the  table  ? — A  Yes^ne* 
was  emplojed  as  a  servant ,  when  I  went  into  the  house, 
he  acted  as  a  servant,  as  fai  as  I  know. 

Q   Did  he  dine  with  the  other  servants  } — A>  Yes-  * 

Q  Did  Caiter  act  in  the  same  capacity ,°as*  a  siervanf^ 
a«nouiself? — A  I  suppose  so,  he  did  the  work  along 
with, me,  that  is  all  I  can  say        "  * 

Q  Do  \ou  live  imw  with  Mrs-  Clarke  A*  No,  I  do* 
not*  L  „  -» *»     c  Z  y 

Are  \6u  in  place  now  ? — A*  Yes,  I  a«. 

Q.  With 
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Q,  With  wham  >— A%  With  Mi.  Johnson. 

Q.  What  year  did  you  live  vuth  Samuel  Carter  at 
Mis  Clarke's  * — A  That  I  cannot  recollect,  I  canuot 
say,  justly. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw** 

Colonel  Vepekee  stated  hjs  object  to  be  to  calf 
the  attention  o*  the  Committee  to  the  state  in  which 
the  witness  hod  come  to  the  bar  The  witness  ap- 
pealed to  be  diunk  and  in  such  case  it  became  the 
House  to  make  <vi  example  of  such  a  peison  [A  cty 
of  Move f  move  '] 

On  the  question  being  put  that  Mis.  Favorey  be 
called  in, 

Mi  Slmner  expiessedhis  suipnse  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  u  soiled  to  some  pioceednig  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  Hon  Membci  \liear*  hear  '] 
Ai  ail  events,  if  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
that  the  witness  was  dumk,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
his  evidence  ought  to  be  expunged  from  tjie  Mi- 
nutes 

Mr  Bathuhst  admitted  that  it  must  have  beea 
obvous  to  eveiy  gentleman,  paiticulaily  those  who 
sat  neai  the  bai,  that  the  witness  had  taken  more  h- 
quoi  than  he  ought  But  he  had  given  his  evidence 
as  cleaily  as  an}  olhei  witness  who  had  been  exa- 
mined at  the  bar ,  and  be  thought  it  beneath  the 
dignity  of  the  House  to  take  any  notice  of  the'statc 
in  which  he  was 

'Mr.  Sumntr  then  moved,  that  the  evidence  of 
the  last  witness  be  expunged  ^iom  the  minutes  This 
was  the  moie  necessary,  as  the  Committee  seemed 
agreed  that  he  was  dumk,  and  he  hold  been  suffer  - 
ed  to  withdraw  without  any  censuie 

Sir  Thomas  Turn  on  begged  the  Hon  Gentleman 
to  leconsidei  his  motion,  as  it  was  a  qaestiofl  upon 
which  the  Committee  might  be  called  upon  to  di- 
vide.   He  admitted  that  the  witness  v^as  in  a  state 

indecorous 
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indecorous  foi  a  person  at  the  bar  of  that  House  > 
but  his  ^evidence  was  not  inatenal  epettgh  to. /ecjune 
so"stftct  a  measure  as  that  ot  expunging  at  horn  the 
minutes  "    'f  -  * 

JMr  \V  §mith  was  not  suipused  at  the  feeling 
manifested  fcy  the  Hon;  Gentleman*  for  the  dig- 
nity of  the^House  But  theie  was  a  gieat  difficulty 
in  drawing  the  line  foi  the  Interference  of  the  House, 
in  animadveiting  upon  such  mipiopriet}  He  hoped 
+  that  the  Hon.  Gentleman  would  be  influenced  by 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Hon.  Baionet,  and  waive 
his  motion 

The  Chanceilor  of  the  Exchequer  observed, 
that  if  the  question  was  as  to  the  punishment  of  the 
mdiwdual,  it  would  be  desnable  to  take  into  consi- 
deiation  the  time  he  had  been  summoned.  But  he 
thought  that  the  whole  of  what  they  desired  might 
be  attained  without  expunging  the  evidence,  by  an 
entry  upon  the  minutes  that  the  witness  was,  at  the 
time  of  his -examination,  in  a  state  of  intoxication. 

Mr  Denms  Browne  understood  the  course  to 
be  pui  ued  by  the  Right  Hon  Gentleman  to  be,  that 
a  minute  should  be  made  ot  the  state  of  the  witness 
when  he  gave  his  testimony  There  could  be  no  ob- 
jection to  such  a  com  se,  when  it  was  lecollected  that 
the  witness  had  been  oideied  to  withdiaw  from  the 
Bar  intoxicated,  by  the  motion  of  an  Hon  Member 
(loud  arid  general  peals  of  laughter)  He  lepeated 
that  the  witness  was  intoxicated,  and  unless  the 
Committee  should  agiee  to  the  entry  upon  the  mi- 
nutes of  that  circumstance,  he  should  vote  foi  the 
motion  for  expunging  the  whole  of  that  witness's 
evidence  from  the  minutqs 

AJi  C,  Adam3  stated,  that  though  the  wtness 
was  in  a  state  of  intoxication,  he  had  given  his  evi- 
dence in  a  ckai  and  intelligible  manner. 

*  Mr.  Sumner* 

Mi. 
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Mr  Whitehead  stated,  that  the  evidence,  if 
left  on  (he  minuter  would  speak  ioi  itself. 

Mr  Sumnfr,  acceding  to  th^  proposition  of  the 
right  honomable  Gentleman  #>  begged  leave  to 
wnbdiaw  his  motion 

The  Changlliou  of  the  ExcnroUFa  obseivetL 
that  {he  Committee  was  in  a  state  hi  which  they 
ought  to  decide  whethei  the  evidence  was  or  was 
not  to  be  allowed  to  lemain  without  some  paiticular 
notice  upon  the  minutes.  Ir  the  witness  was  com- 
petent to  give  consistent  and  sat>sia<toiy  evidence,, 
he  should  not  have  been  oidered  iioni  the  Bar 
wlnlst  undei  examination  b}  a  member,  and  if  he 
was  m  such  a  state  us  to  reqmie  his  being  removed 
from  the  Bar,  then  h\i  evidence  ought  not  to  be 
nnSeied  to  leoiHtnon  the  mmuies  runout  the  entry 
which  he  had  suggested. 

Colonel  Verekmi  contended,  that  it  was  obvious 
to  every  member  about  tbe  Bat,  that  the  Witness 
was  in  a  state  of  intoxication.  In  such  a  st&le  \m 
tebtimony  would  not  be  admitted  m  any  coutt  of 
justice,  and  ought  not  theicfore  to  be  admitted  iti 
that,  the  highest  judicial  tubiinal 

Mi.  Ellison  — "  H  evei  I  have  Known  any 
thing  of  the  rules  of  evidence,  I  have  lo&t  it  since 
the  commencement  of  this  inquny  It  has  beer* 
said  that  the  witness  ts  diunk,  but  that  I  cannot 
observe  The  witness  has  not  given  as  flippant  an- 
sweis  a4?  other  witnesses  have,  who  have  not  been/ 
suspected  of  bemg  dumk  At  all  events,  it  is  be- 
neath the  dignity  of  the  House,  whose  conduct  is 
now  befoie  the  countij,  to  take  any  notice  of  the 
cn  cum  stance  " 

Admiral  Hkrvfy  had  attended  to  the  evidence,, 
and  the  witness  did  net  appear  to'  him  to  be  in  a 
state  to  preclude  him  horn  giving  testimony 

The  Chancellor  or  the  Exchequer  obseived 

*  Chancellar  of  the  Exchequer 

that 
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that  if  it  was  the  opinion  ofthe  C6mrmttee  that  the 
witness  was  not  intoxicated,  he  ought  ftot  to  have 
been  ordeied  to  withdraw  before  he  had  been  fully 
examined  x 

Mi.  Dennis  BuowNe  aigued,  that  the  witness 
either  w„as  diunk,  01  he  was  not  drunk,  it  be  was 
chunk,  his  evidence  Ought  to  be  expunged,  if  not, 
he  ought  to  be  a  gam  e£ammed. 

Mi  Fuller  thought,  that  "  as  there  seemed  to 
be  such  a  variety  of  opimans  on  the  subject  of  the 
state  of  the  witness,  that  the  best  way  wouldbe 
to  have  him  m  again,  and  thus  to  give  him  fan 
play,"    (J  laugh  ) 

The  Chancellor^  the  Exchequer  repeated, 
that  if  the  Committee  was  agreed  that  the  man  \wis 
not  drunk,  he  ought  to  be  called  m  to  have  his  ex- 
amination finished. 

Mr  Bathurst  said,  that  if  the  witness  was  to 
be  called  in  again,  he  should  be  examined  only  as 
to  his  pievious  sobriety,  without  adverting  to  what  be 
might  have  drank  since  he  withdrew 

Mr.  Bligh  stated,  that  if  the  witness  should  be 
called  in  again,  he  would  put  the  same  Question  to 
him  as  he  had  done  before. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in  ^ 

Q.  What  year  did  you  live  with  Samuel  Carter  at 
Mrs  Clarke's  > 
A*  I  told  you  I  could  not  lecollect. 
Q  Was  it  m  the  }  ear  1808 

A  I  cannot  recollect ,  I  cannot  call  it  to  my  metfVOry , 
I  can  guess  very  nigh  it,  though. 
Q  What  do  you  guess  * 

A.  I  cannot  say  justly  ;  I  can  tell  the  year  partly* 
^.  What  was  the  year  * 

A  I  told"  you  before  I  did  not  recollect ,  and  I  cannot 
sa\  the  date,  for  I  do  not  remembei  it,  and  therefore  it 
is  of  no  use  for  me  to  say  the  date,  * 

Q.  You 
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Q  You  have  said- you  know  the  year  partly state 
whether  yon  can  at  all  recollect  the  yeai ? 
A,  No,  I  Cannot 
Q.  Was  it  tour  jears  ago  ? 
A.  Yes,  rathei  more  than  that,  I  believe. 
Q.  Wat>  it  six  }  ears  ago  * 

A.  If  I  could  recollect  the  date,  I  then  should  hav£ 
no  occasion  to  say  I  did  not  know  it 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whethei  it  is  three  }  ears  ago  or 
six  ? 

A*  I  do  not  know  indeedy  I  have  said  that  befoie. 

Q.  Did  you  weai  a  livery  when  you  lived  with  Misf 
Claike  >—A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  Samuel  Carter  weai  a  hverj  at  that  time  5 

A.  No,  he  did  not  weai  a  livery  during  my  time. 

Q.  When  did  you  quit  Mrs  Claike's  service  ? 

A,  You  ask  me  a  question,  which  I  cannot  answer, 
because  I  cannot  lecollect  the  time ,  I  nevei  took  an  ac- 
count  of  the  time  I  h  ft  the  house 

Q.  At  what  time  did  \ou  get  }our  surrimons  to  attend* 
this  House  ? 

A*  I  did  not  set  that  down  even,  I  forget  that  even  ,  I 
know  what  day  I  got  the  notice  to  come, 

Q  At  what  time  did  you  get  the  notice  to  come  here^ 
y A  I  cannot  justly  tell  the  hour 
Q  Was  it  to-day  or  yesterday  * 

A*  I  received  the  notice  to  attend  the  House,  and  f 
paid  that  lespect  to  attend  tin  House  arcordmgly  as  1 
was  ordered. 

Q  When  did  you  receive  the  notice  > 

A  I  received  it  on  Monday,  and  I  received  one  this* 
afternoon. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdiaw.  t 

Colonel  Vereker  appealed  to  the  House;  whe- 
ther the  answeis  ot  this  witness  did  not  bear  out  the 
statement  that  the  witness  was  diunk  ? 

Mrs  MARTHA  F AVERY  was  called  id/ and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows 

Mr*  Wardle.  Q«  Did  you  live  with  Mis  Clarke  as 
housekeeper  in  Gloucestes-place  ?— A.  Ye&« 

Q.  Do 
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Q,  Do  }ou  recollect  a  footman  th*r«  of  the  name  of 
Sam.  Caiter      A  Yes. 

Q.  Was  Sara.  Carter  in  the  constant  habit  of  waiting  at 
table  on  the  Duke  of  York  and  Mrs*  Clarke  and  her 
company  f — A  Yes 

Q  Do  you  know  MissTayloi  ?— » Yes 

Q  Was  Miss  laylor  in  the  habit  of  being  often  in 
Gioucester-place  with  Mrs.  Clarke  and  the  Duke  of  Ydik  * 

A  Yes 

Q  Do  you  recollect  $ny  thing  with  regard  to  a  note 
being  changed, just  befoie  the  Duke  went  to  Weymouth p 
and  Mrs  Claik  to  Woi thing 7 — A  Yes,  Id»>. 

Q.  State  what  )0U  know  about  that 

A  1  know  tint  the  Duke's  servant  came  In  the  morn- 
nig,  and  I  gave  him  a  note,  but  I  do  not  know  thee  num* 
hi  r  of  it,  nor  what  note  it  was,  and  he  leturned  again  about 
eleven  o'clock,  and  gave  me  the  money  ,  I  .took  tt  up  stairs, 
and  then  the  Duke  was  in  the  bed-room,  and  Mrs.  Cla*ke  ; 
iu  short,  they  weie  in  bed 

Q  Do  ^ou  recollect  who  that  set  vant  wa*>  ? 

A*  A  GeimaivLudowick. 

Q  Was  Sam  Carter  m  the  habits  of  shanng  the  duty  of 
a  lootman  with  the oihei  man? 

A  He  ckaned  the  knives^  cleanel  the  plate,  attended 
the  carnage  and  waited  at  table  on  Hi$  Eoyal  Highness 

Q  Was  not  the  house  in  Gloucester.place  to  your 
knowledge  ktpt  at  a  gieat  ex  pence  3 

A  It  ceitainly  was  ,  theie  were  sometimes  two  men 
cooks,  souk  times  three  men  eook*> 

Q  Do  you  mean  that  those  cooks  were  on  any  particu- 
lar occasion  of  dmners>  pr  when  do  jou  mean  that  there 
were  two  01  three  men  cooJ<s? 

A.  When  there  was  a  particular  dinner  there  were 
three  men  cook^  or  sometimes  more,  Mrs.  Claike  al- 
ways wished  to  have  her  dinners  go  up  in  the  best  man* 
ner,  ttf  please  his  Royal  Highness,and  if  there  was  an)  dinntr 
teund  fault  with  by  his  fto^al  Highness,  she  would  &ave 
another. 

No,  Xm.   V,  E  lh*e 
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Q  Have  you  ottcn  known  Mrs  Claike  distiessed  for 
money  dunng  that  period  ? 

A  She  nevci  could  pay  hei  debts  properly  after  the 
fiist  quartei  ,  people  wue  tearing  me  to  piccts  ior  money, 
and  saving  that  I  kept  it 

Attorney  Genet  al  (2*  When  did  vou  fust  li^e  with  Mi«. 
Claike  When  fehe  went  iO  Gloucebter-place 

Q    Had  you  known  Mi  Clarke  before  that  time 

A  \tb 

Q    How  long  had  you  known  Mis  Clarke  ? 

A   I  lived  with  hei  bdoie  sh(  wtrt  to  Gloucester-place 
I  have  known  hei  these  ten  \cars  ,  more  than  that 

Q    How  much  rroie  ? 

A    1  cannot  c  \aetly  say  how  much  more 

Q   lld\t  you  ki  own  hi  i  twent)  )ears  ? 

A    No,  I  have  not  known  hei  twentv  year*. 

Q    Where  did) on  fit st  know  Mis  Claike  ? 

A  I  knew  her  at  liampstead,  I  went  to  be  a  seivant 
to  hei  thue. 

Q   Did  }ou  not  know  hei  befoie  that  time  ? 

A  Yt>,  Twent  about  si\  weekb  aftei  the  was  married,  to 
In    with  he  i 

Q    Attei  she  was  ma-ned  to  Ah  Clarke  ? — A  Yes 

^  Did  jou  live  with  hei  fiom  th  tt  time  till  she  v*ent  to 
G!  >uct  Mvi-|  1  ice  ? 

A  No,  I  lived  Mth  her  thiee  oi  four  times  since  ,  I  went 
d«  \)  mi  emit  bctck  to  her 

Q   \\  ho  fit -.t  recommended  }0u  to  Mis  Claike1* 

A    1  lie  p^p^i 

Q    Do  \ou  mean  L>  an  advertisement* — A  Yes 
Q    Did  you  know  nothing  of  Mis,  Clarke  till  you  saw 
that  <'dvo tisem^n*  ? 
A    No,  I  did  not 

Q    Did  you  ln<  with  he  rat  Gloucester  place? 
A   1  went  with  Ik  r  to  Gloucester  place  ,  fiom  Tavistock- 
plat '  v>  Gloucester-place 

h  n  \ou  lwedvwth  hei  in  Tavistock-place  ? 
A   \  t^j  1  did 

"(3  Whcr* 
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Q  Where  did  Mis  Clatke  live  before  she  went  to  Tavis- 
tock-pj  ace  ? 

A  I  do  not  know,  I  did  not  live  wth  her  all  the  ttme 
Q  Do  not  you  know  wheie  she  lived  all  that  time? 
A  No?  {was  m  the  countiy  with -another  family* 
Q  Wnn  what  family  weie  you  m  the  countiy  7 
A  I  am  not  obliged  to  answei  that* 
Q  Yes  }  ou  are 

A  It  was  a  family  wh©  are  dead 

Q  Who  were  they  >—A  One  Mr  Ellis. 

Q  Wheie  did  he  live  ?— A  in  the  City. 

Q  What  part  of  the  City  ? 

A  lie  Wcvs  a caipcnter 

y,  In  what  part  of  the  City  ? 

+i>  I  jeally  do  not  know  the  name  of  the  street^  I  cm 
not  recollect  it,  u  is  so  long  ago 

Q    How  long  did  yon  lue  thcie?—  A  Two  years. 

Q   If  you  lived  two^euis  in  the  same  btieet,  you  nu»&t 
know  where  the v  lived. 

A   It  was  not  m  the  same  hou«e,  it       in  lodgings, 

Q  Where  wete  the  lodgings ? — -A   I  cannot  tell. 

Q  In  how  nvn\  diflfeient  placeb  did  they  live  while  you 
wete  with  them  ? 

A  'I  hey  had  different  apaitmenfs  ,  tjhey  kept  shop  in 
one  put  o*  town,  and  had  apartments*  in  another. 

Q.  What  part  of  the  town  did  they  keep  a  *hop  ? 

A   I  cannot  recollect  indeed  ,  i  was  xit  Btighton  uid 
JM  u  gate  u  ith  them,  an!  m  fliffutnt  paits  about 

Q    Whatoihei  parts  he^des  Margate  and  Bugrrton  ? 

A  I  was  at  Ramsgate,  and  many  little  places  about  that 
I  (I'd  not  th  nk  about 

Q  Was  it  upon  parties  of  pleasuie  the  family  went  to 
Mai  gate  and  Brighton  and  Ramsgate? 

A  No,  they  wue  all  ill,  the  m^tie^s  and  children  and 
all  ,  they  went  for  then  health,  1  suppose. 

Q   'I hey  went  to  these  different  places  for  their  health 

A   I  suppose  so,  I  cannot  siy  Whn  tiny  Xvent  lor  pai 
ticularly  3  I  do  not  know  then  concerns. 

E  2  Q*  I  hen. 


U  Tht  5  *hy  do}Oii  suppose  they  went  fur  then  health,, 
U  you  hpcv  ho'kin^  abou>  it  3 

4   I  should  think  ^o,  if  thev  went  to  those  places 
Q   How  ma~y  oiu  the  family  consist  of? — A,  Foui 
Q  Air  and  Mis  h\L$  > — ^  Yi  s,  and  two  children. 
Q   An>  savant  but  jouiself  ** — A  No, 
Q  Wno  was  left  in  the  shop  while  they  weie  absent  ? 
-i   I  cannot  sa^,  I  am  bure  i  do  not  know 
Q*  You  s>av  they  kept  a  sh  p  at  one  pan  of  the  town,  and 
had  lodgings  m  ano1hei      A  Yts 

$   In  wir-U  pait  of  the  town  was  the  shop  ? 
A   I  itally  (!o  not  know  ,  I  did  not  concern  myself  with 
the  bhop  ,  I  never  went  there 

Q   In  what  p^rt  of  the  town  were  the  lodgings  > 
A   In  some  of  ihe  stietts  neai  Cheapside,  but  it  is  out  of 
in)  raemor)  entueiy  ,  when  I  lea\e  a  place,  I  nevei  trou- 
ble it  a  vain 

Q  You  have  s^id  that  they  lived  m  more  places  than 
one  in  London  3  what  o'her  place  can  you  lecoliect 
btsides  the  street  near  Che^pbide  ? 

A  1  really  cannot  recollect  any  thing  at  all  about  it3 
J  do  not  know  any  think  about  it. 

Qt  In  how  many  difteient  lodgings  did  they  live  in  Lou- 
dan,  uhile  you  \*eie  with  them  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  ,  they  left  me  till  I  went  to  Brighton  , 
Invent  to  Brighton  with  the  children 

Q  Did  they  li\e  in  two,  three,  or  foui  different  lodg- 
ings  ? 

A  i  cannot  answer  that  question  indeed. 

Q  Did  you  go  to  Brighton  with  the  children  without  Mr* 
and  Mrs  _Elhb?— A.  Yes  I  did  indeed. 

Q  Did  Mr  and  Mrs.  Llhs  come  to  you  there  ? 

A  Yes,  they  did. 

Q  How  long  did  they  stay  there  ? 

A  I  believe  we  were  there  about  three  month  v 

Q  Wheie  did  }ou  live  at  Brighton  ? 

A.  1  will  tell  you  as  nigh  as  I  can,  opposite  the  sea. ;  but 
I  do  not  know  the  name  of  the  street,  though  I  was  there, 

<2,  When 
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Q  When  did  you  go  to  Margate  ?    (  y 
A  Really  1*  cannot  tell  you -sued  a  question  a?  tl]%U  * 
pot  keep  {hat  m  my  lead  ^  I  do  not  know. 
Q   Wire  re  did  they  ine  at  Margate/ 
A   In  the  High-street 
Q  Aie  Mr   and  Mis.  Ellis  dead  J 
u4  Y(  s,  so  I  heaid 
Q    And  the  chiidien  ? 

A  I  do  not  know^I  nevei  inquiied  after  them 
Qt  What  reason  had  you  foi  not  chusing  f.o  mention  this 
family  ?     *  " 

A,  I  have  no  leason  at  all,  I  answer  as  neaily  as  I  can 
recollect 

Q   Do  you  know  Captain  Sutton  ? 
4.  1  did,  but  he  ib  dead  ,  he  has  been  dead  two  ye&rs*  I 
believe  i  can  recollect  *hat.  r , 

Was  not  bam  Gaiter  supposed  to  be  his  natuial  son  £ 
A    I  cannot  tell 

Q   Did  3  ou  nevei  suppose  that  ? 

yl   No,  I  cahnot  tell  what  other  persons  supposed* 

Q   CuLrdid  not  wear  a  livery* —-4  No. 

blr  R    Williams       Q  You  have  stated    tha£  there 

was  a  veiy  expensive  establishment  m  Qlpuceslei- plaice  ? 

did  His  lW)al  Highness  at  any  time  give  yap  $uy  money 

to  defray  the  expences  of  that  establishment  t 
X\A   He  ntvei  gave  me  any  m  his  life 
Q    Did  any  body  belonging  to  him  ^ 
«4   No,  nor  any  body  belonging  \o  him.  ^ 
Colonel  Vei  ejea  Where  did  Mt&»  Clarke  live-  vihm 

you  lived  with  bet  f\\^i  ? — A   At  Hampstead. 

Q  Was  that  pnor  toyoui  living  with  JVire.  JJll^t  *U 
A   It  was  before  ,     '  1 

Q.  Then  bow  comes  it  that  }ou  lecolle^t  the  pljtcfe  ^ou 

lived  in  wrth  Mrs  Clajke;,  and  So  no};  repojle.ct  vvbere  you 

Kvetf  vvitji  Mrs  EJhs(afte^waids  I  * 
Because  I  li\ed  longer  with  Mrs,  Clarke  than*  I 

With  tjaoae  people. , 

;         Diet  you  not  hye  two  years  with  Mrs.  Ellis  I 
A,  Yes,  I  did, 

E3  6  Bn 
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(2*  Do  you  mean  the  Committee  should  trndet^aW^'ttfai 
you  do.not  recollect  vherejou  lived  two  years  with  Mtt>/ 

No,  l  do  not,  I  was  at  firigtitan,  Margate,  afct! 
Ramsgate,und  other  places;  sndl  suppose  thley  were  Iffce 
a  great  many  people,  in  debt,  and  went  about  In  c'a^e- 
quence,  it  I  must  tell  the  truth  }  but  it  1$  not  the  thirJg; 
to  tell  family  affairs 

Q  You  have  said  Mis  Ellis  kept  a  shop  iri  one  part  ht 
thctowj)3  and  lodgings  m  anothei  ,  now  you  tell  the^Cbm* 
mutee  you  were  living  about  all  the=  time  ,  how  do  you'  re4^ 
concile  that  ? 

A  Tl'iey  may  go  about,  his  wife  may,  arrdlie^may 
out  oft  he  way,  or  Uay  at  home  ,  I  'carintft  rteUsliow  they1 
maiHge  those  things. 

Q  Ate  you  not  related  to  Mis.  Claike  ?— -A.  No, 

General  Phipps.  Q  Do  you  mean  to  deny  that  yoti 
are  Mrs  Clarke's  sistei  2 

i   I  do  ,  1  am  not  Mrs.  Clarke's  sistef. 

Mi*  Hatbord  Q  Did  you  pay  any  of  Mis.  Clarke's 
sei  vants  wages  ? — A  Yes,  I  did 

Q.  What  were  the  wages  jou  paid  to  Sam.  Caitei  ? 

A  I  ically  cannot  say  what  1  gave  him 

Q  Did  you  ever  pay  Sam  Caitei  any  wages  ? 

A*  I  havegivcR  him  money  a  gieat  many  times  when  he 
has  asked  for  money  to  buy  him«etf  shoes  and  things  he 
wanted* 

Q  Do  you  recollect  whether  there  was  an)  agreement 
fcude  for  wag^ — A   No,,  I  do  not 

He?  bet  t  Q  You  have  stated, that  )ou  were  "house* 
let  pi  x  to  Mrs  Clarke,  and  superintended  a  \ery  large  esta- 
feltshmcntj  and  bad  two  or  thiee  cooks  at  particular  times , 
nhat  number  m  gtneial,  did  you  superintend,  and  Lave  to 
provide  for  ?  - 

A  I  am  sure  I  cannot  say  ,  there  were  always  very  ele* 
gant  dmii&rs  went  upland  what  ^hey  could  not  do,'  came 
<rom  the  pa^tr\  cook's  3  there  were  four  men  in  the  stable, 
a  builer^  and  two  footmen,  two  cooks,  a  laundiy-maid,  a 
fygfUsemaid^  kitchen  maiden  J  another  hule  gul  tbaHvorked 

al 
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ftt  bet*  twii*,  and  myself  and  ^charwoman  to  wash  one 
day^t^eiweek, 

Q  You  mentioned  that  there  were  j  w^mtiouicciir 
baffa§smc4$s  happcued*  and  thjut  jou  Jiave  been  appljed  (o 
foi*)#\bmyt&nd  have  been  supposed  to  keep  ik  instead  6f 
paym&fehe  (jhfferent  creditors,  did  you  tell  hei  of  those  dn»- 
trea^&^and  apply  to  her  for  mqoey  ,  and  if  ?  so>  ^hat  an* 
swer  did  you  get  ?  '  i 

l4  l*ftod  utfqifli  her ,  said  that  His  Royal  fiigjjne^ 
bad  fcejn  yeiy{ ba^kwaid  in  his  payments  to  {ier,  and  I 
mu^  p^,th§ 'people  off,  and  accordingly  I  did  as  she  said,  i 

Q  Did  Mrs.  Clarke  eve^  mention  to  you  that  His  Royal 
High&ebs  sajd  that  he  would  give  or  had  given  her  sums  6f 
money,  to  pay  those  debts  ? — A*  No,  I  nevei  heaid  that. 

Q  Did  you  never  mention  to  Mis  Clarke,  that  you 
wished  hei  to  ask  money  fiom  the  Duke  -of  York,  to  pay 
those  debts  ? — A  Yes,  I  did, 

Q   What  was  the  answer  Mis  Clarke  made  * 

A  She  said  all  would  be  paid^is  soon  as  she  had  it  from 
His  Royal  Highness.  N 

Q.  Were  not  many  of  those  dejits  paid  ? 

A  A, great  mary  were  paid, 

Q  You  have^stated,  that  you  applied  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
telling  her  that  *he  owed  certain  sums  of  money,  to  get  it 
from  the  Duke  of  York  ,  do  you  know  from  your  own 
knowledge  that  many  of  t^ose debts  were  afterwards  pard  ? 

A  vSome  of  the  dcbts/v^ere  paid  while  he  was  there  ,  I 
have  paid  the  bak,e,r^  ana^I  ha\e  paid  the  butcher  twice. 

Q  Then  upon  youi  application,  desiring  Mrs,  Clalke 
would, apply  to  the  Duke^of  York,  have  you  often  found 
d^bU  paid  ? 

A  Ye*,  I  have  found  many  of  the  debts  paid. 

Mr.  Wyrdle.  Q  Did  you  know  Captam  Sutton,  by  sight  * 

A  Yes  ^  * 

Q  Had  Captain  Sutton  only  one  leg  ? 

A   Only  one  leg. 

Q*  Do  you  know  what  regiment  he  was  of? 
A  ,  No,I  do  not,  I  am  sine. 

Q<  Doyoti  still  lrve  m  the  service  of  Mrs."  Clarke? 
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A  Yes 

Have  vou  had  any  conversation  with  Mis  >  Clarke xme 
the  subject  of  this  investigation,  since  it  commenced  ?   *  ' 
A   No,  I  have  not 

Mr,  Beie$forcL  Q  You  have  sai !,  that  you  f)aid  the 
servants  wages  while  you  lived  with  Mis  Claike,  how  nlany 
men-servants  did  you  pay  wages  to  ?  1 

A  1  he  coachman,  his  name  is  Paiker,  and'  Willmm 
M'Dowall,  I  belu\eshe  paid  Pierson  heiself,  and  th%  stable 
libih  and' the  boy,  fom  men  in  the  stable,  1  always  used  to 
give  the  momy  onct  a  week,  oi  once  a  foifnigfht  to  them1  ; 
th^re  were  m  all,  five  in  tlie  stable,  and  three  m  the  house. 

Q   Were  they  \)\  servants  on  standing  annual  wages  ?J  1 

A  Yes,  they  weie  all  }early  servants  ,  mil  there  weie 
two  servants  at  VV(^  budge,  a  gardenei  and  a  cook. 

Str  J  Giah&m.  Q,  You  have  stated,  that  there  weie 
sometimes  two  and  somefmes  thiee  men  cooks  for  particular 
dinners,  do  you  mtan  b)  those*particul'ar  dmneis,  that  they 
weie  dressed  foi  a  large  oOmpaiv)  ? 

A  No,  we  neve i  had  a  laige  company  3  this  was  first 
•when^Mrs  Claike  went  into  that  House 

Q  Those  dinners  wtie  diessed  meuly  for  two  or  three 
pei sons  ? 

A  Yes,  for  His  lloyal  Highness,  as  far  a^s  I  know,  in  par« 
ticukTi 

Q   Not  foi  any  other  company  *±~A  No. 

Q>  Yon  went  with  Mis  Clarl&Avl^en,  slie  went  fiist  4o 
reside  m  Gloucester  plated  —  A   Yfel7  Itrfd 

Mr  Wilbnf&tce*  Q  Do  )04l  know  who  the  tradesmen 
w**e  who  furnished  the  house  in  Gk>Tucester-plaee'p 

A  No. 

$<'WW^fWn&hed  tne*  upholstery  ? 

A*  U  was  somebody  in  Bond-stieet  ,  Oakley  '  t  *~ 
r@  f<Do  y\  \\  know-  whb  furnished  the  tbma  and  glrfss^  J 

A*  Mi  Moitloek,  in  Oxford-street  '  "  *H  lH  t}<i'^  4 
iQ1  Do  you  know*  who  furnished  thehoufc  vetth  grates^ 

A  Mi  Snnvmels,  and'Ros-e,!  in  'Bond  street  \  fi\ 
4jQU  DSyou  know  what  oiiverbmith  fuinibhed  the  plate  ? 

A,  Bi'kctts* 

Q  lb 
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Q  Do  juu  know  any  of  the  other  tradesmen  vvith  whom 
Mis  Gaike  dealt? 

A  Parker's  in  Fleet-street,  she  had  something  to  <Jo 
with. 

Q  Who  was  the  wine-merchant  ? 

A*  I  really  do  not  know  ,  I  believe  His  Royal  Highness 
used  Uf  send  it,  but  I  do  not  know ,  he  used  often  to  send 
it?  I  know 

Q  Did  you  ever  pay  any  money  on  account  of  wages  to 
any  one  of  these  men  cooks  ? 

A  Yes,  I  gave  them  a  guinea  a  day,  «ach  of  them,  but  J 
cannot  lecollect  their  names. 

Q  Did  you  considei  that  as  payment  for  that  day^  or  as 
in  pait  of  annual  wages  ? — A  Only  for  the  day. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  capacity  of  own  maid  to  Mrs  Clarke8 
or  was  there  any  other? 

A*  I  was  own  maid  and  housekeeper  together. 

Q   Do  you  know  Mr.  Dowler  ?    A  I  have  seen  him. 

Q%  Have  you  seen  him  ftequently  ? 

A  Yes,  1  have  seen  hira  frequently. 

Q  Have  you  seen  him  frequently  in  Gloucester-place  > 

A   Yes,  I  have  , 

Q  Do  you  know,  or,  not,  whether  he  staid  the  night 
theie  ? — A  Nevtr,  I  am  very  sure  of  that. 

Q  Did  you  at  any  time  convey  any  messages  to  the 
tradesmen  employed  to  furnish  the  house  m  Glouce&ter* 
place  ? — A  Yes,  foi  any  thing  that  was.  wanted. 

Q.  Concerning  the  manner  m  which  it  was  to  be  done, 
and  what  articles  were  to  be  gent  in  J     *  ^ 

^4  Xes,  Mis.  Clarke's  order. 

Q  Did  the  tradesmen  seem  willing  to  send  in  articles 
merely  on  Mrs  ClarktS  authority  ? 

A*  They  sent  what  she  ordered,  as  far  as  I  know  ;  -somje* 
times  they  would  not. 

()  Did  you  use  any  arguments  to  them  {o  induce  thein 
to  send  in  articjes,  if  they  appeared  unwilling  so  to  do  I 

A  No,  I  did  not  \  I  said  when  she  had  money  she  would 
Certainly  pay  them>  nothing  fuithei  than  ihat» 

Q.  Did 
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$  Did  they  tell  \ou  that  they  looked  to  a  batter  p*>)  * 
master  than  Mis  Clarke,  01  an)  thing  of  that  kind  ? 

^  1  he)  have  n<d<ed  mc,  whether  H»s  Royal  Highness 
had  settled  with  hi r,  and  given  hei  money  3  and  1  said  no, 
as  soon  as  she  had  it,  he  would  gne  it  to  them 

Mr  Be?  c^foid  (?  Was  Captain  button  in  the  habit  or 
Siting  at  Mis    Ciaikc's?  , 

A   Yes,  she  knew  Captain  Sutton 

Q   Was  he  in  the  habit  of  siting  at  Mrs  CUike's  ? 

A  Yts 

Q    Was  lie  m  the  hab't  of  visiting  at  Mis   Claike's  be- 
fore bam  Caitei  cirao  to  live,  at  Mis  Clarke's  house  ? 
A    Vis,  he  was 

Q  Y\  hen  he  came  to  \isit  Mrb  Claikc  was  lie  not  in  the 
hab't  of  bunging  bam  Caitcr  as  a  companion  ? 

A    I  do  not  know  ,  he  hi  ought  bun  with  him,  ceitaml)* 

Q  When  Sam  Cai'et  came  with  Cipmn  button,  was 
he  in  the  habit  of  going  with  h  m  into  the  pailoui  ? 

A  No 

Sir  J  Puttetuy,  Q  WlenMis  Cktke  fi i st  lesuled  in 
GloiitesU  r-place,  what  number  of  seivants  had  she  at  that 
time  ? 

J  Sam,  Cartel  was  the  first  that  went  theie  when  I  vwsnt  £ 
there  was  a  coachman  and  two  footmen,  and  a  butler  and 
a  posti'lion  ,  there  were  four  men  in  the  stable,  she  had 
them  immediately  as  she  got  theie. 

Mr  Wat  die  Q  Did  >ou  ever  see  Samuel  Cartel  affer 
he  got  a  Commission  in  the  Aim)  ? 

A    No,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did 

Q   Do  you  lecollect  whethei  Samuel  Caiter  e;ot  a  C  )m» 
mission  in  the  Army  while  he  was  in  Mis  Clarke's  seivice  * 
A   Yes,  and  went  to  Dial  to  join  his  regiment 
Q   He  left  Mis  CUike's  seivtce  foi   that  icnson  * 

A  Yea. 

Q  And  y  ou  nevei  saw  him  afterwaids  ?— - A  No. 
At l oi  ney  General     Q   What  was  your  naare  before 
)  ou  were  mai  i u  d  ? — A   J  aveiy,  that  is  my  ie<»l  name. 
Q,  Are  you  a  man sed  woman  ?' — A  No. 

Q  Dil 
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Q  DuJyoue\ei  bear  Mrs  Claile  say  why  she  applied 
for  a  Commission  for  Sam  C-utei,  more  than  tor  any  other 
loot  boy  m  hti  seivice?—  A  No 

Mj  Bagziell  By  what  name  was  Sam  Carter  known 
to  Hib  Royal  Highness,  by  the  name  ot  Sam,  bamuel,  or 
Caiter  > — A   We  used  to  call  him  Sam 

Q  Wa*  he  known  by  the  name  of  Carter  to  Bis  Rovai 
iliohnesb  ? 

-  /  Yes,  he  was  known  by  the  name  of  Carter 

Q  Did  Samuel  Carte  i  appeal  to  yuu  a  person  of  supe- 
1101  manneis  and  education  topeisons  in  that  situation  r 

A  I  do  not  know  ,  he  was  vtty  well 

Q  Did  an)  ot  the  seivants  dine  with  you  in  general  at 
the  same  tab'e,  when  }ou  lived  uith  Mii  Clarke  in  Giou- 
ceslc  i-placc  ? 

A   Y<s  I  sat  down  todinnei  with  them  ali 

Mr  Wilbu^<))ce  Q  Can  you  mention  any  body  else 
who  was' in  the  habit  ot  going  to  the  track smen  ibout  the 
ai tides  to  be  furnished  to  the  house  in  Gioucestei -place  ? 

A  1  nevet  went,  I  sent  a  servant  always,  and  WiUiam 
M'DowaH  has  been  to  Otkhs's  m  Bond  Stieer,  and  to 
hose  and  buramei^s,  and  to  diffwent  tiadesmen. 

Q    Do  jou  know  any  body  else  who  went  ? 

A    Pen  son  used  to  go 

Q*  You  did  not  know  any  a  pent  or  steward,  or  any  per 
son  of  that  description,  who  used  to  go  ? — A  No 

Q  Do  you  know  whether  a  peison  ot  the  namt,  of  Tay- 
loi  used  to  t>o  ? 

A  I  am  not  sine  whether  he  went  ,  he  might  be  sent 
by  Mis  Claike,  he  was  not  by.  me 

Q   Do  y  ou  know  any  thing  of  his  going  ? 

A   No5 1  do  not 

Sit  R  Williams  Q  When  you  lived  in  Gloucester- 
place  was  Mis  Claake  in  thehab'tof  leceiving  visits  fiom 
othei  gentlemen  besides  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Yoik  ? — A   Yes,  seveial  people  came* 

Q   Gentlemen  ? 

A  Yes*  gentlemen  came  backwaids  and  foiwards 

Q  Did 
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Q  Did  you  ever  know  that  any  of  those  .gen  tit  men  neie 
considered  as  opulent  * — A   I  naily  do  not  know* 

Q  You  have  stated  that  you  wue  in  the  habit  of  din- 
ing with  all  the  servants  ,  of  course  the  coachman  was  one 
of  that  nurnker  7 — A   Yes,  he  was 

Q   Do  you  remembei  a  Captain  Wallis  visiting  there  > 

A.  No,  I  sever  remember  such  a  name 

[The  Witness  was  dntcted  to  withdraw 

GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Esq,  attending 
m  his  place,  was  Examined  by  the  Committee^  as 

follows 

Mr.  Lockhart  In  foho  132  of  the  printed  Minutes 
of  the  Evidence,  there  appears  a  letter  written  by  Mrs. 
Clarke  to  Mr  Donovan,  in  which  is  the  following  ex- 
pression, the  date  of  the  letter  is  January  28th,  1809  : 
**  I  must  be  candid,  and  tell  you  that  in  order  to  facili- 
tate sotne  negociations,  J  had  given  him  a  few  of  your 
letters  in  one  you  speak  of  the  Queen,  in  another  the 
twa  Deaneries  " 

jg  Did  Mts  Clarke  give  you  any  letters  in  order  to 
facilitate  any  negotiation  > 

4.  I  never  had  any  negotiation  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
about  letters  in  my  life  ,  I  do  not  know  what  she 
means  by  the  expression  of  a  negociation 

Q  Are  these  the  Letters  which  she  smcd  you  had 
taken  away  from  her  ? 

A.  1  took  some  of  Mr.  Donovati's  letters  in  the  way 
I  have  before  described,  which  I  have  produced  to 
this  House,  but  what  she  means  by  negociation  1  do 
not  know. 

4>  Had  you  any  other  letters  of  Mr.  Donovan's  from 
Mrs%  Clarke,  or  are  those  the  very  letters  which  she 
so  positively  stated  you  had  taken  away  from  her  ? 

Jf.  1  had  some  other  letters  from  Mrs,  Clarke  of  Mr. 

Donovan's 
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Donovan'^,  which  she  gave  mf,  and  I  examined  hm\ 
as  to  those  letters  in  this  House 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  J^J  For  what  purpose 
did  Mrs  Clarke  give  you  those  letters? 

A^X  really  do  not  know, for  what  purpose  she,  g^ye 
them  to  me  ,  I  asked  her  to  give  them  me,  and  4  ex* 
amine4  him  upon  them  in  this  House. 

Have  >ou  never  asked  Mrs.  Clarke  what  she 
meant  by  that  expression  in  her  letter  ?    i  ,  > 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  I  did  ,  but  I  never  did  have 
any  answer  to  it,  if  I  had  ?  I  remernbei  the  expres- 
sion striking  me  when  I  heard  it  read. 

Mr  Spencer  Stanhope.    Q  When  MrS%  Clarke  de- 
livered these  letters  to  you,  did  she  mention  any  thing 
about  any  negotiation  as  affecting  one  or  more  Dean 
erlefs|  * 

A."l  never  heard  of  any  negociation  about  any  Dea^ 
ery,  Except  Vphat  these  letters  comam 

JvIrs'MARY  ANN'CLARKE  was  called  in,  and  a 
fetter  IromvN^r.,  Elderton  to  HisKoyal  Highness itie 
Duke  of  Yoik  being  shewn  to  the  Witness,  she  w&§ 
?£xa<npin€d)  as  follows . 

Str  T  Turiop     Q   Do^ou  recollect  ^feat  that  was 
of  the  letteib  tjidt  you  delivered  to  Mr-  Nicholib/  to' pt 
burned  ?      "  * 

A  ^es?  thgy  weie  all  delivered  to  be  burrtd% 
^*Q,,  Do  you  lecoilect  that  was  one  of  them  ? 
"  A  T  cannot  lecoilect  that  that  was  one  of  them  :  e'sjeept 
wTiat*I  buinecl  myseli,  Igave  the  rest  down  to  be  bur|i^y#> 
and  they  positively  assured  me  they  weie  bu«  ned 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  that  letter  came  mto  ypu>i; 
ptysseskldn  *  * 

A  Wfcppoie  I  may  be  allowed  to  redd  it  befdue  Ighe 
myUpmiml  ■         •  *  * 


[The  Witness  read  the  letter.] 
No.  XVII.   V.  2.  F  Q.  To 
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Q    To  whom  «s  that  let  er  addressed  } 
A.  It  is  addi  ts^cd  to  HisRojal  Highness  the  Duke  oi 
Voik 

Q   How  came  that  letter  into  )our  possession  > 

A  I  had  it  to  shew  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  I  suppose,  as  I 
had  many  other  letteis  3  and,  after  he  had  read  it,  it  was 
left  in  my  possession  This  man  was  ai  rested  aftei  he  had 
his  appomtnu  nt,  and  I  hdd  solicited-  for  leave  for  him 

Q  Then  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  that  fettei  was 
addressed  to  )ou  ,  by  whom  was  it  accessed  to  you  3 

A  B>  Mi  Liderton,  01  else  his  wfe,  by  Mr.  Elder^ 
ton  addiessed  to  me,  to  deliver  to  the  Duke 

Q  I  hen  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  the  letter  was  in- 
closed to  you  in  another  by  Mr  Eldeiton  ,  »s  that  so  ? 

A  Yes 

Q  And  that  in  conseq  lence  of  jour  receiving  it,  you 
delivered  it  to  His  llo)al  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A  I  am  positive  thn  I  shewed  it  him,  to  let  him  know 
that  the  man  was  giateful 

Q   Did  the  Duke  ot  Yoik  return  it  to  }Oti 3 

A  After  he  had  read  letters,  they  used  to  be  left  upon 
the  table,  and  I  ought  to  have  destroyed  them 

Chanuiloi  of  the  Lxckquo  Q  D'd  not  you  undu- 
sUnd  that  Sam  Caitei  was  a  natuial  son  of  Captain 
Sutton  ? 

A  No,  I  did  Rot  people  have  said  so,  but  he  told  me 
to  the  contiaiy  hims"lt 

Q   Dm  not  Captain  Sutton  take  care  of  his  education  ? 

A  Captain  Sutton  alwavs  had  the  boy  about  him  ,  he 
hidseveial,  and  Sam  was  one,  he  had  been  very  strongly 
itcommended,  I  hehevtj  by  Mrs  Fitzheibeit,  but  they 
denied  that  at  one  time 

Q    Did  Captain  Sutton  educate  the  boy  ? 

A  He  was  not  we*  I  educated  till  he  came  to  me,  he 
u&ed  to  go  to  school,  while  he  was  in  my  sei  vice,  every 
Leisure  hour 

Q  Do  not  you  know  that  CapUin  Sutton  took  care  of 
Ivs  education  ? 

A  I  know  that  he  took  some  pains  to  instruct  him.  in 
his  leisure  time,  he  was  a  veiy  good  boj. 

Q.  Do 
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Q   Do  you  know  \  hat  Mgiruiiit  Coptatn  Sutton  was 

A  He  formerly  was  i  Lieutenant  in  the  Gic  ia  'iei s  , 
I  Leljeve  he  \\<»s>  a  Volunksr  u  nei€  he  hSt  his 

(2,  You  a  i  not  tci  t<  in  \vl  at  i  <  .^nvMU  he  A(h  n  ? 

No,  he  was  Deput)  tue  n.aatei  i  t  WooUvkI  ,^ had 
h\  en  an  esteeived.  (run  I  ol  'he  Pnnce  ot  Wales  and  ot  the 
Dukt  of  Yolk  lor  tnesve  )eais3  but  neaily  died  K»r  vant, 
txeept  thiough  rae 

Grnei a!  Norton*  Dai  }ou  corner  Samuel  GaUe'r  in  a, 
light  i bt \e  t]  e  rebl  of  youi  btnants? 

A   Yes,  I  die4,  foi  lie  was  vei)  fai'h"ul  t/>  mc 

Q  In  \\f1at3ed!  did  Mi  Llderion  ga  the  Paymasteibhip 
oi  the  Dutgoons,  that  \outpoke  of? 

A   I  cannot  wll  bill  it  w<?*  bef  )ie  Gt  nti  \\  Simcoe  die  d 

Q   You  do  not  t^menibei  the} ear  at  ail  ? 

^   No,  I  do  not 

Q   Dunng  your  residence  111  Cloticestei  place,  did  \ou 
evei  make  any  letuin  oi  the  income  la\? 
A   No,  1  believe  I  did  noj. 

Q.  Wtreyou  ever  assessed  either  foi  )our  horses,  car- 
riages ot  nun  serva  Us  ? — Yes,  I  was 

Q.  Tiien  )ou  lecoHecttne  number  ? 

An  i  used  to  foig  t  the  greater  numbei  of  fhem  when 
they  wcieput  do\ai,  conceiving  they  had  bun  paid  foi  be- 
fore thtough  the  Duke,  ot  otheiuise 

Mi  L)ckhart.  Q  Look  <»t  that  Lttei    ['he  Lcttei  to  Mr 
Donovan,  of  the  28th  of  1  nuai)J  th  it  let te  1  speaks  of  de- 
livering soire  kttus  to  Mi   Waidle,  m  oidei  to  facilitate 
some  negoc<Pt'on  ?     A    I  suit  that  IctU  r  to  Mi  Donovan 

Q  Diiyou  g.\e  these  1  Ucis  to  Mi  Waidle,  in  oidei  to 
facifuale  u  y  negotiation  3 

A  Yes,  not  ti"*e  ielteis  ihdi  C  lop' 1  W^td'e  tan  a*»ay 
\\  ith,  I  ut  letteis  of  li  Id  Ohieeis  to  *ee<  mmu  d  two  oi 
ti  let^jicuu  n  til  ^  to  tomp-tnie-s,  tl  ey  wtte  to  give  moie 
than  the  legu'cttKm,  time  01  ot  f<  ui  bundled  p  Minds  3  I 
und(  rstoud  iiom  Mi  Donovan  th  U  Caenwo  ui  \Ub  to 
ha\e  some  pirt,  Fioome  anothei,  hsmselt  a  share,  and  me  ? 
these  young  men  w^ie  to  p  »\ ,  I  t hi  jk3  four  hundred  guineas 

F  2  over 
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©vn  the  regulahon,  and  that»twas  the  last  job  Greenwood 
wab  to  give  I  ioomo,  that  it  was  to  complete  a  \eiy  old  pro- 
mise of  the  Duke  of "V  oik  ,  Mr  Donovan  told  mc  he  must 
ha\c  the  jtcomm  ndation  of  a  mem  be?  of  paiiiament  or  a 
Cenei  il  OR  Lei,  to  covu  himself 

Q  U  you  >t4u  to  t  pjsj>ar;e  in  \oui  ktt<  i,  it  wilUappeai 
thatithe  ieiters  \ou  aiiuJe  to  \  <u,  one  ,n  uhich  Mr  Do- 
novan speaks  ui  tl  <  Queen,  and  m  tfce  othei  of  two  Dea- 
neries ? 

A  Ihosewue  the  U  ttei s  Colonel  Waidle  took  aAvay, 
and  which  I  told  h  m  were  mliib  pn&&tssion  ,  that  iettti  I 
think  menho'js  a6  fat  <s  that 

[The  passage  in  the  Letter  was  read  j 

I  had  not  g'»m  him  tho  e  letters,  he  took  trum, 
andwha*  I  gave.  Colonel  Wml'c  to  (acilitite  was  the  other 
thiee,  the  lieutenants  for  the  Companies,  a  ml  he  has  two 
01  thiee  of  thtm  no  v,  and  Geneial  CUvermg  the  other  , 
and  when  I  ippiesented  one  ot  the  >oung  men  as  Mr. 
S'imn  tr's  nephew  01  cousin,  I  believed  it,  because,  Mr. 
Donovan  had  told  me  so,  and  declared  it  m  evuy  way 

p  >SMbl° 

Q  How  could  the  delivery  of  any  lettets  whatever  to 
Mr*  Waidle,  facilitate  any  negotiation? 

A  I  thought  that  the)  might,  because  he  told  me  that 
he  could  do  it  by  men  that  were  not  \\\  the  opposition,  be- 
cause I  knew  that  a  man  on  that  side  would  not  do  to  re- 
commend k>  the  Duke  of  York  any  mihtaiy  man. 

Q  Who  told  you  so  > — J   Colonel  Ward^e 

Q  Vv[nt  sor<  of  invocations  did  you  think  the  delivery 
©f  these  letteis  hm  »ht  facilitate  ? 

A  To  get  a  lettt i  et  recommendat'on  for  the  joung 
men  the  samo  ^oit<  1  jecommeiidaticn  as  Gcreral  Clavei- 
m*r  was  to  ct\e  me  tor  Sumnti 

Q  You  f  a\e  statMl,th  it  the  P-ry  mastership  piocujgd  for 
Fldnton  *as  pievous  to  the  death  of  General  Siracne  , 
oha-t  oncunis'ahce  n  akes  you  say  it  j>nut  have  been  pie- 
Vous  to  rhc  de  ti  th  of  Gei  tial  ^imeoe  3 

A*  \  be- 
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A  I  belive  it  was  General  Simcoe's  regiment,  I  know  lie 
had  bten  applied  to  on  the  bubject 

Q  Are  you  qui^e  posit  that  these  letters  spoken  of, 
are  the  letters  Mi    Wardle  ran  away  with  ? — A  Yes. 

S-*r  J  Sebngltt  Q  Did  the  Duke  of  Yoik  evei  tell 
you  at  any  time,  that  he  had  been  infoimed  by  any 
peison  ot  join  having  received  money  by  getting  appoint- 
ments in  the  Ai m\  ? 

A    No,  no  out  dare  hll  i  im  so 

Mt  Gtewhovgh  Q  Did  the  Duke  cf  York  ever 
mfoim  jou  by  what  mt  i  is  the  commissions  you  state  Lave 
been  so  n  regularly  obttunuf,  were  made  to  appeal  regular 
in  the  books  of  the  Offc^  ? 

A  No,  he  did  not  state  to  me  that  cucumstance,  only 
that  he  would  takepioper  care  and  have  them  all  right,  and 
the  su*  ]cctb  he  always  thought  were  piopci  when  they  weie^ 
pi  oposed* 

[The  Witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw.] 

GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Esq  attending 
in  his  place  made  the  following  Statement 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  now  aware  w'^t  Mrs  Clarke 
means  by  her  negociation  .  the  letters  that  I  before  al- 
luded to  her  having  received  from  Mr  I  >onovan,and  my 
having  examined  him  upon  them  in  this  House,  were 
sent  tohe^byMr  Donovan,  as  I  understood,  for  the 
purpose  of  her  getting  them  signed  by  a  General  Officer, 
or  a  Member  of  Parliament ,  she  stated  having  sent 
€>ne  of  them  to  General  Clavenng  to  be  signed  ,  the 
othe»  three  or  four,  1  forget  wmch  it  was,  1  got  fiom 
her,  she  ga\e  them  tome  >  I  remember  her  stating  at 
the  time,  that  if  I  could  get  a  Member  of  Parliament  to 
sign  them  for  her,  it  would  be  just  what  Mr  Dono- 
van wmted  ,  I  said  my  friends  were  in  opposition, 
and  opposition  men  would  not  do  ,  1  kept  the  letters 
ever  since,  a  d  till  this  moment  never  could  make  out 
what  she  n  eant  by  the  term  negocutior, 

F  3  Chan- 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchi  ouer  i£  Have  you  any 
objection  to  deliver  n  those  letters,  from  which  you 
examined  Mr  Donovan  at  the  table  of  this  House  ? 

A   The)  are  all  on  the  table  of  the  Hou«e 

0  Are  thoce  letters  on  the  table  of  the  House 
which  Mis  Clarke  wished  you  to  get  a  member  of 
Parliament  to  sign  (3~  A  No,  I  think  not 

0  Are  there  any  letters  on  the  table  of  the  House 
which  Mis.  Clatke  £»a,7e  to  you,  to/piocure  the  signa- 
ture of  a  member  of  Parliament  ? 

A  1  thought  they  had  been  given  in,  but  if  they 
art  not,  I  certainly  will  lay  them  on  t|ie  table 

G%  Have  you  an)  objection  to  lay  on  the  table  every 
letter  which  you  got,  cither  by  violence  or  otherwise, 
trom  Mis  CUrke  ? 

A  I  have  no  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  the 
letters  in  question  tespeenng  those  Officeis  who  were 
to  have  been  so  recommended,  and  all  the  letteis  that 
1  had  regajd  to  in  the  statement  I  made  to  the  House 

[Lord  Folkestone  having  here  suggested  something 
to  the  witness], 

Sir  G  Hill  rose  to  order  He  said  it  was  very  ir- 
regular in  any  person  to  whisper  to,  or  communicate 
in  any  way,  with,  a  witness  under  interrogation 

Mi  Windh/ m  maintained  that  a  suggestion  might 
le  given  to  a  Member  i>o  situated,  as  to  what  was  pro- 
per for  him  to  do,  but  not  to  director  enable  him  to 
shape  his  answer 

Lord  Folkestonf  stated  that  he  conceived  the  ex- 
amination of  the  witness  had  closed,  and  that  what  he 
had  taking  the  liberty  of  suggesting  to  him,  related  in 
no  way  whatever  to  the  subject  oi  his  examination. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  conceived  he  had  a  right 
to  commumeate  with  him. 

Mr, 
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Mr  Whitbread  contended  that  it  was  consonant 
to  parliamentary  usage  to  do  so  i 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  observed, 
there  would  be  no  great  use  in  discussing  this  princi- 
ple theoretically,  when  there  was  no  fact  before  the 
House  He  would  assert,  however,  that  the  only 
difference  between  a  Member  under  examination  and 
a  common  witness  was,  that  the  former  was  examined 
in  his  place,  and  the  latter  at  the  Bar  Now  sup- 
posing a  witness  at  the  Bar  under  embarrassment,  what 
would  be  thought  of  it  if  a  person  should  be  found  to 
prompt  him  ?  If  it  were  wrong  in  this  instance,  it 
would  not  be  more  right  in  a  Member  of  that  House. 
The  difference  of  situation  should  make  no  difference 
as  to  the  application  of  the  principle 

Mr  Windham  contended  that  the  arguments  of  the 
Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  did  not  at  all  apply  in 
this  instance  The  Honourable 'Witness  had  a  question 
put  to  him  as  a  prosecutor,  and  not  as  a  witness 

Mr  Canning  said,  if  the  question  was  not  put  to 
him  as  a  witness,  the  case  was  clear. 

Mr.  Whitbread  would  still  maintain,that"a Mem- 
ber under  examination,  had  a  right  to  communicate 
with  those  about  him 

Mr.  G  Johnstone  suggested,  that  as  there  was  no 
question  before  the  House,  the  discussion  should  ter- 
minate, and  the  Committee  proceed  in  the  business  be- 
fore it. 

j^.  Have  you  any  objection  to  lay  on  the  table  every 
letter  which  you  got,  either  by  violence  or  otherwise, 
irom  Mrs  Clarke  ? 
1  1  wish  the  answer  I  have  given  to  be  repeated, 
Mr.  Beresford.  Are  there  any  letters  in  your 
possession,  relative  to  the  inquiry  before  the  House,,, 
as  to  the  Duke  of  York's  conduct,  which  you  have 
taken  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  or  which  she  has  given  to 
you,  which  you  object  to  lay  before  the  House  * 

A  I 
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4.  I  know  of  none  suehr  I  have  no  information 
which  with  propriety  can  be  laid  before  this  Committee, 
which  1  would  withhold  from  them 

J|>.  Are  the  letters  alluded  to  m  the  letter  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,  at  present  on  the  table  of  the  house  ? 

A  No,  they  are  not 

Mr.  Lockhart  ^  When  dnl  you  receive  the 
Letters  from  Mrs  Ch\rke,  which  she  mentions*  in 
her  letter  of  the  28th  of  January,  to  have  been  de- 
livered to  you  ? 

A  I  have  no  memorandum,  I  cannot  speak  to  the 
time 

CHARLES  GREENWOOD,  Esquire,  was  called  in, 

and  Examined  by  Ibe  Committee  as  follows 

Mi  WutcUe  Q  Is  Mr  Fioome  now  in  youi  Office  ? 
A  No 

Q  Did  not  Mr  Froome  succeed  to  the  situat'on  of  one 
of  your  Cieiks  that  has  lately  kft  you  ? — A  No 

Q  Did  not  Mi  Froome  come  to  town  tor  the  puipose 
of  fcuppl}ing  the  place  of  that  cleik  ? 

A  Mr.  Froome  came  to  town  to  settle  some  old  ac- 
counts of  mine  a&Treasurei  to  the  Royal  Mihtaiy  Col- 
lege, and  not  Jt  all  to  take  the  place  of  that  clerk. 

Q  Has  he  settled  thobe  accounts,  and  if  so  when  did  he 
leave  you  I 

A  He  is  settling  them  now 

Q   Where  does  lie  transact  the  business  ? 

A  Very  near  my  Office  at  Channg-crosb 

General  Loft  us  Q  Aie  you  agent  to  the  22d  Ttegiment 
of  Dragoon  b? — A  No 

Q,  Oi  ever  was  since  it  was  raised  ? 

A  I  think  not ,  but  I  cannot  positively  answer  to  that 
fact. 

A  Do  you  recollect  any  difference  between  you  and 
the  Duke  of  Yoik,  wherein  the  Duke  of  York  applied  to 
you  to  appoint  a  Paymaster  to  that  regiment  ? 

A*  Cer- 


f   57  } 


A  Certainly  not. 

Q%  fs  it  within  your  powei  or  thitof  any  Agent  to  ap- 
point a  Paymaster  to  at  y  regiment  ? 

A  The  power  rests  in  the  Colonel  to  reco  mm  end  to 
fhe  Secretary  at  Was,  who  makes  the  necessary  mquuies 
as  to  the  securities,  and  then  makes  oat  the  Appointment 
for  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  lay  be  tore  His  Mhjesty 

Q  In  fact  the  Commander  in  Chief  Can  have  nothing  in 
the  woild  to  do  with  it  more  than  to  lay  it  befoie  H»* 
Majesty  ? 

A   1  ne\er  undei  stood  that  he  had. 

Q    Do  you  know  Mis  Clarke? 

A    I  do  not  know  her  by  sight. 

Mr    fVaidle     Q   Did  you  ev^r  write  to  her? 

A   I  ucol'cct  one  note  I  did  wnte  to  her. 

Q    Do  }ou  know  a  Mr    Elderton  ? 

A   I  did  know  him. 

Q  No  disagreement  evei  happened  between  you  and  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  respecting  appointing  Mr  Elderton  a  Paj* 
mastc  r  ? 

A   No  certainly  not 

Q  Did  thg  Duke  of  Yoik  ever  apply  to  you  to  appolttt 
him  ? 

A  Never ;  the  Duke  of  York  mentioned  htnvto  me  as 
a  man  that  would  call  upon  me  about  a  Pay  mastership,  and 
said  that  I  might  make  inquiries  about  him,  but  never  re* 
commended  hfm. 

Q  What  was  the  occasion  of  that  note  which  you 
mention  having  wntten  to  Mis.  Clarke ? 

A  It  wis  in  answer  to  a  note  she  wiote  to  me,  to  desire 
my  interference  vuth  HisRojal  Highness  about  a  biother,  I 
think  he  was,  of  hei  ,  she  called  him  Captain  Thompson, 
that  '  id  been  in  the  Cavali) 

Q    D>  you  lecollect  the  date  of  that  note? 

A  It  w  is  rot  long  ngo  ,  ]  do  not  lecollect  the  date  at 
all  ,  I  should  think  within  a  month  or  six  weeks 

Q  Do  \ou  tecollect,  eithei  in  that  note  or  by  message, 
stating  to  Mr*  Chrkq,  that  you  wue  sony  bhe  had  got 
acquunted  tuth  Mi.  Fiai  eHy  ? — A  Never. 

Q.  Did 
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Q  Did  }ou  ever  scud  any  message  to  Mrs.  ,Cknke  by 
Mr  Taylor  ot  Bond  Street ? — A  Nevei 

Q  How  long  was  Mr  Froome  in  youi  Office  before  the 
£rst  time  he  and  you  parted  ? 

A  1  ieally  cannot  lecollcct  bat  he  has  left  my  Office 
for  I  should  suppose  four  or  five  yeais,  I  cannot  itcoilect 
particularly,  it  was  at  the  tnre  I  discovcied  he  was  Had- 
ing in  Commissions  that  I  discharged  him 

A   Is  not  Mi.  Fioome  on  the  half  pay  ? 

A.  1  believe  he  is. 

Q   Is  he  a  Cdptam  on  the  half  pay  ? 

A   No,  I  think  only  a  Lieutenant 

Laid  Foltc stone  Q  How  did  you  send  tint  note  w  hick 
you  wrote  to  Mis  Claike? 

A  I  sent  it  by  Mr  Taylor,  I  think  - 
Q    Mi.  Taylor  the  shcemakei  5 — A  Yes 
Q  Arc  you   acquainted  With  Mis>    Sinclair  Suther- 
land ? 

A   I  knew  her  some  years  ago. 
Q,  Mow  many  yeaisago  ? 

A*  I  should  think  six  or  seven  years  ago ;  I  have  seen 
her  since. 

Q}  Have  you  seen  her  often  since      A.  No. 
Q   Have  you  seen  hei  lately  ? — A  No. 
Q   How  lately  have  you  seen  her? 
A*  I  do  not  think  I  have  seen  Mrs,  Sinclair  these  two 
years, 

Q   On  what  occasion  did  y<  u  last  see  her  ? 

A  Mine  was  a  visit  of  civility,  1  believe,  I  had  no  par- 
ticttlar  object  m  it 

Q  Old  you  call  upon  hei  ? — A  Yts. 

Q  Have  you  kept  up  your  acquaintance  wkth  het  from 
the  fiist  ongm  of  that  acquaintance  ? 

A   I  have  veiy  hub  acquaintance*  with  Mis   SincL  n  , 
I  do  not  suppose  J  ever  saw  Mi&  Sinclaii  a  dozen  tunes  m- 
mv  life  n 

Q   What  led  to  that  acquaintance  ? 

A  I  believe  that  the  fiist  acquaintance  I  had  \w\h 

Mrs. 
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Mis  Sinclair,  was  from  hearing  a  firnd  of  mine  speak  of 
ha 

Q  Did  you  become  acquainted  witli  hu  through  an) 
jniin  iC}  bctwttn  Duke  of  York  and  hei  ? 

A  I  ceitciu>h  was  acquainted  with  her  moie  from  that 
circumstance. 

jQ  Then  v<  u  ?rt  aware  she  Vvas  intimate  with  the  Duke 
of  Ycik? 

J  I  an  *  v  ihdt  the  Duke  of  Yoik  knew  her  ,  I  am 
not  ~tt  all  .tvvnc  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  was  intimate  With 
her 

[The  witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw.] 

The  Chancellor  df  the  Exchequer  objected  to 
this  mode  of  examination,  and  a  conversation  of  con- 
sJeiable  length  took  place  whether  Mr  Greenwood 
should  be  further  examined  on  this  point. 

The  Chancellor  ot  the  Exchequer,  Mr  Beres- 
FORDand  others  contended  that  he  ought  not  to  be  ex- 
amined as  to  the  general  character  of  a  Lady  who  uas 
not  before  the  House,  and  whose  credit  ought  not  to  be 
impeached  when  it  was  not  in  question  on  the  present 
subject  It  was  on  the  other  hand  insisted  on  by  Lord 
Folkstonc,  Mi  C  Wynne,  Mr.  Windham  and 
others,  that,  as  it  appeared  her  recommendation  had 
been  attended  to  by  the  Duke  of  York,  it  was  proper 
and  necessary  the  witness  should  disclose  what  he  knew 
to  be  hei  general  charactei  ,  and  it  was  at  length  decid- 
ed, after  Lord  Folkstone  had  agreed  to  withdraw  his 
last  question,  that  the  witness  should  again  be  called 
in 

[The  witness  was  again  called  m  ] 

Lo ) d  Talks tone.  Q  Do  you  know  of  any  connection 
e\ei  subsisting  between  the  Duke  of  York  and  Mis  Su- 
IK  j  land  ? 
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A  I  haveheaid  that  theie  was. 

Q,  Has  an)  fact  evei  come  to  }  ou  knowledge  which  en» 
ables  you  to  state,  of  your  own  knowledge  that  such  a  con- 
nection evei  had  existed  ? 

A    I  have  heard  Mrs  Sinclair  herself  bay  so. 

Q  Did  you  evei  heat  Mis  Sinclair  state  that  she  was 
with  child  by  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ?    A  Yes 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  wididtaw. 

[The  Witness  was  again  called  in  J 

<2   Did  vou  evei  know  of  a  house  being  tmed  at  Ham- 
buigh  for  Mrs  Sutherland  to  lie  in  ? 
A  No. 

Q  Do  you  know  of  any  measures  that  weie  takeia  t* 
hue  a  house  for  that  purpose  ? — A  No. 

Q  Can  you  to  your  own  knowledge  s>peak  to  Mis  Sin- 
clair having  got  a  troop  from  the  Duke  ol  Yoik,  foi  a  fuend 

of  he  A  ? 

A  Certainly  not. 

Q  Did  you  evei  coi  respond  with  her  on  the  subject  of 
a  tioop  that  she  had  applied  for  ? 

A  No,  I  thmk  not,  it  is  so  long  since  ,  to  the  besi  of  my 
knowledge  not 

Q  Can  yon  speak  positively  to  that  fact  ? 

A  I  can  speak  positively  to  nevei  having  had  an)  con- 
versation with  the  D^ke  of  Yoik 

Q  Do  you  recollect  wnting  to  Mrs  Sinclair  up  on  any 
military  matters  ? 

A  I  recollect  she  wiote  to  me  relative  to  as»n  of  the 
late  Geneial  Dehbidge,  upon  the  subject  of  pi  emotion, 
which  I  did  not  appl)  for,  and  I  think  she  wiote  to  me 
about  obtaining  leave  of  absence  for  him,  which,  being  in 
the  'natural  couise  of  my  business,  I  think  I  did  obtain  foi 
hei  ,  but  I  cannot  speak  with  ceitainty  % 

Q.  State  whether  of  your  own  knowledge  Mrs  Smchir 
was  given  to  understand  that  Officer  wras  promoted  through 
her  application? 

A  Cei* 
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A.  Certainly  not 

Mr  C*  Adams.  Q  You  have  slated,  that  you  sent  ft. 
note  to  Mrs  Clarke  by  Mr  Taylot  ,  who  is  Mr.  Taylor ?  v 

A.  A  shoemaker,  in  Bond-streetr 

Q  How  happened  it  that  you  employed  such  a  messen- 
ger? 

A.  She  sent  him  to  me* 

Q.  Had  you  evei  any  other  communication  with  ftlr. 
Taylor? 

A.  ihave  seen  Mr.  Taylor  seveial  times  on  other  busi- 
ness 

Is  Mr.  Taylor  your  shoemakei  ">-~4  No 

Q   Have  your  ever  had  any  coriespondence  by  lettei  with 
Mi  Tayloi?— A  No 

Sa  J  Sebtights  Q  You  ha\e  stated  m  the  earl)  paitof 
your  examination,  that  the  Commander  m  Chief  told  you 
that  Mi  Elderton  would  probably  call  respecting  a  Pdv - 
mastership,  and  requested  you  to  make  inquiries,  did  5011 
make  any  'nquirits ?— A  Yes 

Q*  What  was  the  result  of  those  inquiues,  and  was  he  ap- 
pointed to  the  Paj  mast*  r-ship  ? 

A*  The  result  of  those  inquuies  was  that  I  put  him  down 
in  my  list  as  a  candidate  for  a  Pay  mastership. 

Q»  Was  he  appointed  to  a  JPaymasteiship  ? 

A  Upon  a  vacancy  happening  in  Sir  Uobeii  Abeiciom- 
bie's  Regiment,  thinking  him  a  veiy  pioper  man  foi  the  ap^ 
pointment,  I  wiote  to  S11  Robeit  AberciomW  abouthim, 
and  he  recommended  him  tdthVSecfeury  at  War.  Ma/ 
I  beg  leave  to  correct  <-n  answer  1  have  just  given,  respect 
ing  my  correspondence  with  Mi  Tayloi  there  were  two  or 
three  questions  I  thought  it  necessaiy  to  put  to  him  know- 
ing he  had  paid  some  money  on  the  Duke  of  York  %  account 
for  Mis  Clarke,  I  put  three  questions  to  him,  which  he 
answered  satisfactory  ,  if  that  is  to  be  called  a  coi  respond- 
ehce,  I  have  had  correspondence  with  him 

Sir  R*  Williams  Q  Do  you  know  of  any  large  sum  of 
money  being  paid  by  Il»s  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York 
to  Mis  Clarke,  during  iier  residence  m  Gloucester^]  ice  ? 

No.  XVIII.       2*  G  A  xsq 
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A  No  htge  sums  e\er  went  through  my  hands  to  Mrs. 
Claike,  nor  any  sum  whatever 

Mi  C  Adai >s  Q  You  admit  thatyou  have  had  some 
coirespondence  with  Mr  Taylor,  when  did  that  coriespond- 
ence  take  place  ? 

A  A  few  ^ears  ago. 

Q  You  do  not  recollect  at  any  other  tune  having  had  any 
correspondence  with  Mr  Tayloi  ? 
A  No,  certainly  not 

Q  Did  you  send  an  answer  to  Mrs  Claike  by  Mr. 
Taylor,  in  consequence  of  the  letter  having  been  brought  by 
him  ? 

A  Certainly 

&u  A  Wtlleslty  Q  You  stated  thatyou  lecornmended 
Mr  Elderton  to  Su  Robert  Aoercrombie  for  Paymaster, 
had  you  any  knowledge  of  Mr.  Elderton  pievious  to  the 
Duke  of  York's  mentioning  him  to  you  ? 

A  I  believe  he  had  applied  to  my  office  for  a  Clerkship, 
but  I  am  lot  quite  clear  as  to  tha,t  point  ,  1  made  several 
inquiries  in  consequence  of  His  Royal  Highness's  lecom- 
mendeition 

Q   Were  the  inquiries  which  you  made  satisfactory  ? 

A  They  were  satisfactory  in  the  first  instance,  but  some- 
time afterwards,  on  further  inquiry,  Iwas„by  no  means  sa- 
tisfied, and  I  wrote  to  Sir  Robett  Abercrombie  to  that  ef- 
fect 

(?  What  inquines  did  you  make  that  caused  dissatisfac- 
tion * 

A  I  made  some  inquiries,  besides  a  representation  I  had 
from  Bnstol,  where  Mr  Eldenon  had  lived,  of  ssme  im- 
proper conduct  there, 

Q,  What  was  the  consequence  of  these  discoveries  you 
made  respecting  Mr  Elderton  * 

A  Representing  the  same  to  Sir  Robert  Abercrombie,  in 
order  to  stop  the  recommendation. 

Q  What  was  the  effect  of  that  communication  ? 

A*  It  was  delayed  for  a  time  ,  afteiwaids,  to  the  best  of 
my  recolhction,  Mi.  Eldeiton  wrote  himself,  or  got  some 
fnend  to  apply  to  Sir  Robert  Abercrombie.,  and  Sir  Robert 

Aberctombi« 


(   63  ) 

Ab^tcrombie  afterwaids  recommended  him  to  the  Secretary 
at  Wat 

0   Do  you  know  what  those  lecom  Herniations  weje3  or 
fiom  whom  they  came  ? 
A  I  really  do  not 

Q  Were  the  objtctions  removed  solely  by  the  recom- 
mendation of  Su  Robert  Abel  ci  orabic  * 
A    I  believe  entirely  * 

Mr  Abet ct amine  Q  After  those1  objections  had  been 
made,  did  an)  conversation  take  place  b<  tween  Hi*»  Iluyal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  York  and  yourself  upon  the  su!  jctt  I 

A    Ctitdiul}  none. 

Q  How  do  you  know  that  my  subsequent  recommenda- 
tion was  made  to  Sir  Robert  Ahercr  >rrbie  3 

A  1  think  I  have  ktieis  from  Su  Robrrt  Abucrombie 
to  prove  that.       £  The  \V>tnesb  was  directed  to  withdiaw. 

Colonel  GORDON  was  called  m,  an4 
Examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  • 

Loid  Folhstone  Q  Hive  yon  brought  with  you  V  e  Jo* 
cum?  tits  jespectiftg  the  proposed  exchange  between  C<  louei 
Kmght  and  Colontl  Pleydell  ? 

A*  Yes,  I  have  them  m  my  hand, 

[Colonel  Gordon  dfch  /ered  in  several  papers  which 

were  read  as  follows  . 
'*  C  L  " 

u  The  Com  in  C^ief  cannot  accede  to  the  iequettaf 
lt  these  Office) s  Lieutenant  Q>lon°l  P'eydell  must 
*'  Hefused»"      "  remain  in  the  Regiment  id  which  he  has  btcnpott- 
«<  ed  13 

**  Messrs  Collier  have  the  honour  oftransmi*" fm^  Q^IohqI 
"  Gordon  the  Memorials  of  M  ijors  Knight  and  Picydeh  to  ex- 
*'  change," 

"  Park-place,  St  Jamea's,  27th  May  1805  " 
"  Boise  Guards,  tQthMay  1805  '» 

"  GtNTLPMEV, 

"  Having  laid  belurt  the  Comndiidei  in  Chief  your  Jioteofthfe 

G  2  "27th, 
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27th  instant,  I  am  directed  to  acquaint  y»u  in  reply,  that  His 
Itovil  Highness  cannot  accede  to  the  exchange  therein  pro- 
post  d,  between  Mpjor  Knight  of  the  5th  Diagoon  Guaidsand 
BtLt  ColonelVIe^rieli  of  the  59th  Regiment  ot  loot,  and 
Lieuttn  mt  O  loiu  i  Plej dell  must  lemain  with  the  corps  to 
which  he  has  been  posted 

"  lam,  Sir, 

«  J  W  Gordon.'* 
The  Inclosures  myour  Letter  are  herewith  returned/' 
"  Messrs  CoUyer  " 

*l  H  M  H  has  no  objection  to  hs  receiving  a  difference,  and 
when  an  eligible  successor  can  be  recommended,  IL  li  H  will 
take  it  into  cxmndei  ation  }> 

"  No  3&j  Maddax  Street,  Hanover- sqime, 
u  Sm,  June  19,  180")  " 

*'  Hss  Ro^al  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  not  having 
acceded  to  my  exchanging  withLieutenant  Colonel  tMeydeli, 
i  fear  my  moti\  es  for  wishing  to  return  to  the  Infantry  may 
have  been  misn  presented  to  His  Roval  Highness 
"  I  therefore  take  the  liberty  of  stating  them  to  vou,  and  re- 
quest the  favour  of  you  to  submit  them  to  the  consideration 
of  His  Royai  Highness 

"  I  ?ra  desnous  ot  returning  to  the  Infantry,  with  a  view  to 
receive  back  the  difference,  to  enable  me  to  arrange  some 
pecuniary  concerns  which  press  upon  me  at  this  moment , 
and  m  cace  Bis  Roj?l  Highness  should  be  graciously  pleas- 
ed to  acquiesce,  I  intend  to  solicit  the  further  indulgence  of 
a  temporary  retirement  upon  half-pay  for  the  recovery  of 
ri)  health,  which  is  much  unpaired  by  a  service  of  20  years 
in  the  West  Indies,  m  Holland,  m  Egypt,  and  elsewhere  , 
and  as  1  do  not  mean  to  soliut  H  R  H  Js  permission  to 
receive  the  difference  between  full  and  half-pay,  I  flatter 
myself  HUH  when  n  y  health  is  ie-estaWished,  will  con- 
sider my  past  services,  and  allow  me  to  return  to  a  service, 
uhichl  never  can  qml  tor  a  moment  without  the  deepest  ie» 
gret 

'*  And  m  ease  H   R  H  should  hive  no  pirson  in  view  to 
succeed      m  the  5\h  Di  igoon  Guards,  1  humbly  beg  lea^e 
to  sphfit  the  riumc  or  Brevet  Lieutenant  Colonel  Brool  of 
the  56th  Regim  1 1  (an  old  Cavalry  Ofhcer)  wholly  written 
to  me  on  the  subject 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  subscribe  myself,  Sir, 
(t  Your  obedient  humble  servant, 

«  H  R  Knight" 
To  Co7  Gordon.  "  Major  5th  Dngoon  Guards  and  Bt 

&d  &c  ficc."  Lieutenant -Colonel." 
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*  "  Hoi  se- Guards*  21^Ja?ie,1805  " 

«  Sib,  -~  ^ 

"  Having  hi  d  before  (lie  Commander  in  Chief  your  letter  of 
<e  the  19th  instant,  I  «uu  dcMttil  ta  ^tcqudtfit^  ou,th  aFhs  Roy- 
"  i\  Highness  has  no  objf  tion  to  your  exdimgmq  to  the  1«- 
(t  fmtry,  receiving  i he  difference,  ind  when  <i\  eligible 
"  successor  enn  he  recommended,  your  request  will  be  taken 
u  into  cor^duauon 

"  I  have,  &c 

«  J  W*GouUnt» 
t(  Bt  Lieutenant  CqI  Knight,  5  D  agoon  Guard*, 
"  35,  MaddoK-street,  Hanovei -square  " 


Q,  Are  you  acquainted  with  Major  Turner  ? 
A   I  was  acquainted  with  him. 

Q%  What  was  the  period  of  your  acquaintance'  with  hirn? 

A,  T  think  it  was  in  the  yeai  1803. 

Q  When  was  the  last  time  that  you  saw  him  previous 
to  his  sending  his  resignation  7 

A  I  cannot  recollect  the  precise  day  ,  but  it  was  a  very 
short  time  before  he  gave  it  in,  he  called  upon  me?  and 
stated  his  intention  of  so  doing 

Q   Did  he  solicit  any  othei  situation  ? 

A  No,  I  cannot  recollect  that  he  did 

Q  Did  he  lequest  to  be  put  upon  the  Staff  of  the  Army 
serving  in  Spam  ? 

A  I  do  not  lecollect  that  be  did  ,  it  is  veiy  possible 
that  he  might,  but  I  do  not  recollect  fhaft  he  did 

Q*  Did  he  state  to  you  the  reason  for  which  he  intended 
to  resign  ? 

A   Yes,  he  certainly  did 

Q    What  were  those  leasons  ? 

A  Major  Turner  called  upon  me,  and  told  me,  it  was 
his  intention  to  give  in  his  resignation,  and  retire  from  the 
Army  ,  I  expressed  some  surpme  at  this,  having  had  some 
previous  acquaintance  with  him,  and  told  him,  I  think,  that 
he  had  better  consider  of  U  before  he  took  so  decided  a  step. 
I  think  Major  Turner  told  me,  he  had  got  into  some  un- 
fortunate scrape  with  a  woman, and  it  was  necessity  for  him 
to  quit  the  service  ,  the  exact  wqids  I  do  ntft  ieCollee*,but 

G  $  that 
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that  was  the  tenor  of  the  conversation  that  passed  between 
us     There  w^s  very  little  moie  or  less 

Q   Did  he  state  the  nature  of  the  scr  'pe  ? 

A  No  he  certain!}  did  not  ,  but  I  have  some  recollec- 
tion, that  he  was  about  to  do  it,  and  that  I  stopped  him, 
as  custom  is,  not  wishing  to  entei  into  the  private 
afians  of  Officeis  moie  than  is  necessary 

Q   Did  he  state  the  name  of  the  Lady  ? 

A   I  am  pretty  confident  he  did  not 

Q  When  the  application  was  made  for  the  exchange 
between  Colonel  Knight  and  Colonel  Pleydell,  weie  the 
usual  inquiries  made,  and  were  they  acted  upon' 

A  This  is  lather  an  embarrassing  question,  I  should 
answer  it  in  this  way  ,  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  did  not 
think  Colonel  Pleydell  a  proper  officer  to  be  placed  at  the 
head  of  a  regiment  of  Cavalry 

M)  Creevey  Is  it  your  belief,  that,  upon  a  complaint 
made  from  any  quartet  against  any  Offieei  who  was  soli- 
citing either  for  e\change  or  resignation,  that  complaint 
"being,  that  the  Officer  had  behaved  dishonourably  by  a 
lAdy,  that  would  lead  to  an  inquiry  on  the  pait  of  the 
Commandei  in  Chief  I 

A,  That  would  depend  very  much  upon  the  mode  in 
which  the  complaint  was  made  ,  the  complaint  in  question 
stated,  that  the  General  knew  all  about  it  ,  inquiry  was 
therefore  made  of  the  General,  befoie  any  decision  was 
given  upon  it 

Q  Did  it  ever  come  within  your  knowledge  that  any 
xesignation  had  been  stopped,  or  any  proceedings  taken  at 
the  Commander  m  Chiefs  Office,  in  consequence  of  an 
anonymous  letter  «* 

A*  I  cannot  exactly  say  that  a  resignat'on  had  been 
stopped  ,  but  this  I  can  say,  that  all  anonymous  letters  are 
anvauably  attended  to, 

Q  Is  it  not  the  invaiiable  practice  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief  to  forward  all  anonymous  letters,  conveying  com- 
plaints or  any  circumstances  attached  to  the  Army,  to  the 
Generals  commanding  the  districts  or  the  Officers  com- 
manding 
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manding  regiments,  concerning  winch]  complaints  maybe 
conveved  m  those  anonvmous  letteis  ? 

A  I  have  ah  early  said  that  anonymous  letters  aie  al- 
ways attended  to,  and  aie  sent  foi  inquiry  m  th'eir  ptoper 
course  ,  the)  happen  almost  daily 

[The  Witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw. 

[General  Norton  briefly  stated  that  he  had  known  a 
similar  case,  m  which  all  the  circumstances  took  place* 
as  in  the  case  allu  *ed  to  J 

General  ROCHFORT  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  the  Committee  as  follows,  , 

Q  Do  you  recollect  a  person  of  the  name  of  Samuel 
Caiter,  that  lived  with  Captain  Sutton  ? — A.  I  do. 

Q  Do  you  happen  to  know  whethei  Samuel  Carter  was 
reputed  to  be  the  natural  son  of  Captain  Sutton  ? 

A*  I  always  understood  that  he  was. 

Q*  Did  he  live  with  him  as  such  ? 

A  He  lived  wuh  him  as  such,  as  it  appeared  to  me, 

(3.  You  knevv  Captain  Sutton  ? — Q   Very  well. 

Q   He  brought  him  up  as  it>  son  f 

A  Y_es,  he  did,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Q,  D«d  he  give  h'm  a  e;ood education  ? 

A  I  believe  the  best  education  he  could  ,  he  was  very 
capable  of  educating  him  linns  el  f3  and  I  believe  he  took 
a  great  deal  of  pa  ns  with  the  boy 

Q  Was  he  m  the  habit  of  dining  at  Captam  Sutton  s 
table  ? 

A*  I  caunot  tell  ,  I  never  dmed  with  Captain  Sutton  at 
his  house. 

Q  When  did  Cap'ain  Sutton  die  > 

A  I  cannot  exactly  sa)  ,  two  or  three  years  ago  I  be« 

lieve 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

m 

Lord  Folkestone  stated  to  the  House*  that  DufT?  one  of 

the 
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the  paittes  whom  lie  had  that  evening  mentioned  t©  the 
House  as  having  papers  in  his  possession,  which  came 
into  hi*  hnnds  through  the  medium  of  one  Kennett,  in 
the  City  Lad,  since  he  addressed  the  House,  called  him 
into  the  Lobby,  and  informed  him,  that  he  was  willing 
to  dehver  up  the  papers  He  had  seen  some  of  them, 
which  he  had  eornmun  cated  to  the  Right  Honourable 
Gem lerran  opposite,*  m  hoconcurred  with  him  in  think- 
ing they  Mere  wcithy  the  observation  of  the  Houccv 
The  person  who  had  them  having  mentioned  it  would 
he  ireonvenien*  to  him  to  attend  that  evening,  he  had 
dispensed  with  his  further  attendance  He  had  accord- 
ingly promised  to  bring  him  the  papers  to-morrow 
morning,  and  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Com* 
mittee  to  them  at  their  next  meeting. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchfquer  said,  he  ap- 
prehended the  Committee  would  proceed  next  day 
(being  then  One  o'clock  in  the  mornmg),  and  they 
should  be  able  to  finish  the  bu^ness 

The  House  being  resumed,  the  Chairman  reported 
progress,  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again,  which  was  or- 
dered 

Mr.  Wharton  brought  up  the  Mmutes  of  Pro- 
ceedings, which  vvere  odered  to  be  printed. 

On  Thursday^  the  16th  of  February 

Lord  Folkstone  moved,  that  W  Meihsh,  Esq.  a 
Member  of  the  House,  do  attend  in  nis  place,  that 
evening  to  give  evidence  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Charges  against  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief.  Also  that  Mr  Greenwood,  Colonel  Taylor^ 
and  Mr.  Kennett,  do  attend  to  give  evidence  before- 
the  saia  Committee— Ordered; 

On  the  motion  of  Sir  James  Hill,  it  was  also  order- 
ed that  Mr  and  Mr*.  Corn  do  attend  the  same  day  on 
the  said  Committee. 

#  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Lord 
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Lord  Folk^i one  moved  that  Mr  Chapman,  first 
Clerk  in  Lord  Castleieagh's  Office,  do  attend  the 
Committee  s  also,  that  the  Right  Honourable  Charles 
Loig  do  attend  in  his  place  on  the  same  day,  to  give 
evidence  before  the  Committee. 

LordH.  Petty  stated,  that  an  application  had  been 
made  to  him  on  behalf  of  a  Gentleman  of  the  name  ol 
Tyndale,  a  Sohcitor,  in  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  who  was 
a  very  respectable  Gentleman,  bagging  that  it  might 
be  explained  to  the  House  that  he  was  not  the  person 
referred  to  in  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Maltby,  given  be- 
fore that  House 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  he  be- 
lieved it  was  in  evidence  that  the  person  lefarred  to  did 
not  reside  in  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  but  in  Symond  s* 
row,  Chelsea 

Mr  Bankes  stated,  that  the  person  alluded  to,  ard 
who  resided  in  Symond's-row,  Chelsea,  had  not  been 
fotthcoming  this  da),  when  summoned  before  the 
Committee  on  East  India  Offices 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee  on  the  mo  * 
tion  of  Mr.  Wardle. 

[Mr  Wharton,  in  the  Chair] 

Mr.  Bankes  immediately  rose  and  stated,  that  he 
had  this  moment  learned  that  the  person  of  the  name 
of  Tyndale,  to  whom  he  had  before  alluded,  had  arri- 
ved after  the  Committee,  before  whom  he  was  summon- 
ed, had  broken  up,  and  that  he  would  give  attendance 
on  the  same  Committee  to-morrow 

Lord  Folkstont  then  addressed  the  chair,  and  ob* 
served  that—  Berore  he  should  proceed  to  call  witnesses 
m  support  of  the  charge  now  to  be  brought  forward,  it 
w6uld  be  necessary  for  him  to  state  what  was  the  pur- 
port of  the  inquiry*  It  would  appear  from  the  evi- 
dence 
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dence  to  be  adduced,  that  in  the  year  1804  a  negoua- 
tion  was  ^et  on  foot  by  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke, 
for  raising  by  way  of -annuity,  the  sum  of  70,000  01 
8o,oooI  ,  and  that  the  person  engaged  m  that  transac- 
tion was  a  person  of  the  name  of  Kennett,  w  ho  wa:s  at  the 
time  an  Upholsterer,  in  Bond-stieet, — The  treaty  went 
on  for  a  considerable  time— at  the  sarre  time  there  was 
a,  concurrent  negociation  on  foot  for  obtaining  for  Mr 
Kennett  a  situation  under  Government,  and  various 
attempts  were  made  by  the  Duke  of  York,  to  obtain, 
thtough  the  means  of  Mi  Pitt  and  others,  various  si- 
tuations for  him,  particular!)  in  the  West  Indies  It 
wouki  appear  to  the  House  from  the  evidence  to  be 
adduced,  that  the  advance  of  the  sum  of  money  befoie 
stated,  was  absolutely  dependent  on  the  procuungo^  that 
place,  and  a  Letter  from  the  pnwte  secretary  of  the 
Duke  of  York  would  be  produced,  acknowledging  the 
receipt  of  a  Letter  to  this  effect,  without  e\pre>smg  arry 
disapprobation  of  the  proposal  1  hus  it  would  appear 
to  the  House  that  the  advance  of  the  mone\  m  question 
to  his  Rojal  H'ghness  was  to  depend  on  his  procuung 
for  Kennett  the  situation  there  alluded  to  The  Noble 
Lord  Had  thought  it  necessa.y  to  call  various-  witnesses 
in  support  of  this  case,  and  arrorig  others  Colonel  Tay- 
loi  ,  then  his  Royal  Highress's  private  Secretly,  who 
would  piove  his  own  hand-wnfmg  to  the  Letters  m 
question  His  Lordship  proposed  that  Mr  Duff  should 
fust  be  called  in 

TheCHANcfcLioR  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  mean 
to  oppose  the  Noble  Lord's  going  into  the  case  he  had 
just  stated  He  begged  it  to  be  observed,  however, 
that  it  wis  not  an  inquiry  which  could  be  ^aid  to  come 
fairly  under  the  cognizance  of  the  Committee,  not  be* 
ing  one  which  attached  to  Nin  as  Commander  m  Chie^ 
or  to  an)  other  person  over  whom1  in  that  situation  he 
could  be  said  to  1  av  e  anv  controul  Neither  was  it  any 
thing  connected  wit>  Mrs  Clarke,  and  which  might 
theiefore,  by  possibih'y,  be  brought  to  bear  on  his  Roy  - 
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al  Highness  He  was  convinced,  however,  that  it 
would  be  more  congenial  to  the  feelings  of  the  Duke 
of  York,  that  tfie  question  should  be  gone  into,  rather 
than  that  the  inquiry  should  be  stifled  For  that  rea- 
son he  had  noobjection  to  the  Noble  Lord's  proceeding 
to  call  his  witnesses 

Lord  FoLKbTONE  could  not  see  that  the  Right  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman's  observation  as  to  Mrs  Clarke 
had  any  bearing  on  the  question  On  the  other  point 
he  perfectly  agreed  with  the  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman, and  to  get  the  better  of  any  objection  on  rhat 
head,  had  yesterday  suggested  the  propriety  of  extend- 
ing tne  powels  °f tne  Committee  so  as  to  cover  the  case 
in  question 

Mi  Cketvey  stated,  as  there  might  be  some  doubt 
to  which  of  the  Baroness  Nolleken's  sons  the  evidence 
of  Mrs  Clarke  given  at  the  bar  yesterday  applied,  he 
had  been  requested  by  Mr  Le  Maitre,  her  son  by  the 
first  marriage,  to  state  that  he  had  no  intimacy  whatever 
with  Mrs,  Clarke  He  was  in  waiting,  if  the  House 
chose  to  examine  him  on  this  point  1  his  the  House 
did  not  think  necessary 

Mr.  ARCHIBALD  DUFF  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by <The  Committee  %  as  follows 

Lord  Folhstone  ^~  Q*  What  are  you  >—A  A  Solictor 

q  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  Robert  Kennett  ? 

j  I  am  a  Solicitor  to  the  Commission  oi  Bankruptcy 

against  him  A  i      1  a 

Q  At  what  time  did  that  bankruptcy  take  place  t 

A.  Sometime  in  the  )  ear  1803 

Q  In  consequence  of  being  Solicitor  to  that  Commission 
of  Bankruptcy*  have  certain  papers  relative  to  th»  Inquiry 
come  into  youi  posjs&sion  ? 

A  In  consequence  of  the  Bankrupt's  papers  having  beei*. 

f  cued  by  tfce  Mtssengei  under  the  Commis&ion,  ^  ^« 
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* 

become  pressed  oi  certain  letters,  which  I  have  now  in  mY 
podket 

Q%  Ptoduce  .those  papers. — [The  Witness  p)oduced  them] 
Q  When  did  those  papeib  ctfroeinto  your  possesion  * 
A%  li^nnot  ascertain  the  time,  sometime  I  think  about  the 
latter  end  of-lJ805,  Or  sometime  in  1S06 
fl  r  Have  they  been  m  your  possession  ever  since ^ 
A    They  have 

Q  Are  those  all  the  papers  in  your  possession  relative  t® 
this  business  ? 

^  A  Thty  are  all  the  papers  which  I  have  been  able  tc-flnd 
among  the  Bahkiupt%  papers,  in  which,  in  any  manner,  the 
name  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  is  menti* 
Q#ed 

Q  Did  you  at  any  time  state,  that  )  ou  believed  there  was 
a  paper  in  your  possession  which  you  could  not  leadily  put 
your  hand  upoir? 

A  I  stated  last  mgbt  to  Lord  Folkstone,  while  I  was  m 
attehdance  at  this  House,  that  I  believed  there  was  a  paper, 
which  I  could  not  readily  put  my  hand  upon  ,  but  to-day 
I  communicated  to  Lord  Folkstone  that  I  had  every  rea* 
on  to  believe  that  that  paper  was  not  m  my  possession, 
and  that  the  recollection  of  that  paper  must  have  arisen 
from  one  of  the  Bankrupt's  letters,  which  is  now  in  the 
Cleik's  Jiand 

Q  Do  you  mean  by  not  being  in  your  possession,  that 
paper  did  not  exist,  thattheie  was  n©  such  paper  ? 

A  I  stated  to  Loid  Folkestone  then,  a*  I  now  do,  that  I 
believed  there  was  no  such  papei  ^ 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  hand-writing  of  Kennet  ? 

A  Perfectly  well 

Q  Look  at  those  papers,  and  see  whether  any  of  them 
are  the  hand-wiiting  of  the  bankrupt  Kennet ? 
k  A>  No.  2  is  his  hand  writing. 

Q  Look  at  No  12. ,  is  that  the  hand-writing  of  Kennet? 

A.  No%  13.  contains  two  papers  ,  one  lsKennet's  hand- 
writing and  the  other  is  not. 

Q.  What  are  those  papers  ? 

A*  They  appear  to  be  ie^pecting  appointments  at  §tm- 
i|am,  which  have  resulted  from  the  surrender  of  that  Colony. 
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Q   Is  that  the  papei  which  is  Keimetfs  lianJ-wntmgt 

-4.  Yes 

<2  Do  you  know  whose  hand-writing,  the  other  is  ? 
^4  I  da  not* 

Q  Is  N°i4  in  the  hand-wntmg  of  Kennel  ?    A^'lt  U\ 

Q  IsN^i7  in  the  hand-writing  ofJCennet  > 

A  No  17.  contains  two  papeis  ,  one  is  not  in  the-  handt- 

writing  of  Kennet,  the  other  is 

Q    Whdt  is  the  paper  which  is  in  the  haad- writing  o£ 

Ken  net  ? 

A,  That  which  is  m  the  hand-writing  of  Rennet  appe&i* 
to  be  an  application  from  him  to  Mr  Gieenwood,  fyx  Mr. 
Adam's  address  in  Scotland 

Qf  Do  you  know  whose  hand-writing  the  other  papei  is  t 

A.  N° 

Q  Is  No  18  the  hand-wiiting  of  Kennet ?  A  Ifesjtisi 

Mr.  Vansittait  Q  You  have  stated,  that  there  was  a 
papor  wbich  you  have  not  in  youi  possession,  and  which 
you  beluvednot  toe\ist,  to  your  knowledge^  was  such  a 
paper,  ever  in  existence  ? 

^A*  I  was  led  to  believe  that  such  a  paper  bad  existed, 
fk>m  a  distant  ^collection  of  having  lead  the  papei  some* 
tjnieago,but  upon  refci  i  tng  to  the  papeis  again  to-day ^ 
and  the  place  in  which  I  found  them,  namely,  the  Bank- 
mpt's  desk,  lam  satisfied  that  no  suchpapei  evei  wasinvaiy 
possession,  and  that  the  only  cncumstance  which  Could 
have  led  mt  to  that  belief  was  the  Bankrupt's  letter,  No. 
IS,  a1nd  so  I  stated  to  Loid  Tolkstone  to-day. 
*  <Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand  that  you  believe  that 
papei  nevci  to  have  been  in  existence  ? 
,  A  I  beheve  it  nevei  did  ex*st 
'  Mt  Wihon     Q  What  business  was  Kennet  ? 

A  Kennet  was  formerly  an  Upholsterer  iu  Bond-street ; 
he  ^4S»  £t  the  time  whrn  the  Commission  issued  against  him, 
living  in  Lincoln's  Inn  Tields,  and  carried  on,  er  pretended 
to  cany  on,  business  of  tooth-ath  curer,  curing  tiie  tooth*- 
ach  by  smelling  a  bottle.  5 

Q<  Did  be  ever  obtain  his  Certilieate'undelr  that  Commis- 
sion ?    A  Certainly  not. 

No.  Will    V  2.  x        H  Q.  Did 
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I  Q  Did  he  pas's  his  last  examination  under  tbat  Coram  s* 
sion  »* 

u4  He  did,  after  a  vast  number  of  examinations,  and  flu* 

merous  delays 
*  Q  Do  you  know  what  is  become  of  Kennet  now  ? 
-df.  I  know  not ,  I  saw  him  abouf  a  month  ago. 
Lor d  Folkstofie     Q  Do  you  know  any  thing  particular 

that  has    occurred  to  Kennett  since  the  Commission  of 

bankruptcy ? 

A  I  know  what  his  Lordship  alludes  to,  but  I  wish  the 
Question  was  more  particular,  and  nor  so  general* 

Q  Did  he  ever  stand  in  the  Pillory  ? 

A  He  was  piosecuted  by  order  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
at  the  instance  of  II»s  Majest}*s  Attorney  General,  for  a 
conspiracy  to  defeat  that  commission,  and  cheat  his  credi- 
tors ,  under  that  prosecution  he  was  found  guilt),  and  was 
put  m  the  Pillor) 

Q  Had  he  been  a  Bankrupt  before  the  bankruptcy  to 
which  commission  \ou  were  Sohcitoi  ? — A.  He  *a*« 

Q  State  the  dates  of  both  banki  upfcies 

A  I  cannot  with  precision 

Q  Can  you  state  the  date  of  the  second  bankruptcy  \Mtk 
piecision  ? 

A  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  the  23d  of  April  1803 
Q  Can  \ou  state  m  what  year  the  first  bankruptcy 
took  place  I 

A.  I  think  (but  I  cannot  charge  my  memory  with  pre* 
cjsion)  in  the  month  of  January  1801. 

£The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw 

\Ifieut  Colonel  Taylor  was  next  called] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  an 
Express  had  been  sent  for  him  to  Windsor,  but  he  had 
scarcely  yet  had  time  to  arrive  f 

Lord  Folkestone  said  he  only  wished  to  prove  the 
Colonel's  hand-wrtting,  which  he  presumed  even  |}ie 
Right  Honourable  Gentleman  could  be  it  no  loss  to  do 

Thf 
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The  CrHNCfiLLOR  or  thu  Exchbsljca  gaid*  he 
never  saw  Col  Taylor  write,  and  therefore  should  not 
^vish  to  swear  to  his  Writing 

EDWARD  TAYLOR,  Esq  a  Member,  brother 
to  Colonel  Taylor  attending  in  his  place,  was  Ex- 
amined by  The  Committee  as  follows : 

Lord  Folkstone,    WiH  you  look  at  No    3.  and  state 
whether  that  u>  Colonel  i  ay  lojryb  writing  * 
A*  Yes,  it  is? 

Q  Is  No  6  Colonel  Tayloi 'shand-wiiLting  ? 
i  Yes,  it  ib 

1    Q   No  8  ?—  Yes,  it  w 
Q   No  9  >~~A  Yes,  it  is, 
C  No.  10  ?  —  A  Ye.N  n  is. 
Q  No   u  5 — yi  This  is  not  Ins  hand  writing* 
Q»  Does  it  pin  port  to  be  I 

A   It  is  written  in  his  name,  but  it  is  not  Ins  hftttd* 
Wilting. 
4fc  Mo,  80.  ? 

^.  The  aut«  ii|  Umk  i§  an  gneUnw  with  lr»  uinch  is 

Mr  ARCHIBALD  DUFF  was  again  called  in, 
and  Examined  by  The  Committee  as  follows, 

Q  Whose  hand-writing  is  No.  13? 
A  I  do  not  know 

Q   It  is  not  the  the  hand-writing  of  Kennett ? 

A  It  is  not,  , 

[The  witness  was  directed  towithdiaw, 

[Lord  Folkstone    I  believe  I  must  trouble  the  Ho- 
nourable and  learned  Gentleman,  Mr.  Adam  ] 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esq.  attending  in  his  place,  was 

Examined  as  follows: 
ii  2 
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$  Look  at  Nn  4«  is  that  youi  hand- vntm£  ?~~-A  Yts 
41  Wo  5, r 

A*  If  i*  not  my  haiid-WHting}  but  it  wa*  wmten  at  my 
dictation*     '  / 

This  is  my  hand  writing 

V 

The  Right  Hon.  CHARLES  LONG,  attending  m 
his  place,  was  Examined  as  follows  . 

Xorrf  FoUcttone     Have  you  ever  seen  Mr  Adaro%  once 
pnvate  Secretary  to  Mr  Pitt  w rite  ? — I  have, 
Q  Can  you  speak  to  Mr  Adams's  hand-wiiting  ? 
A  I  can 

Q  Look  at  No  11. 

A  That  is  i  ot  his  hand  writing,  it  purports  to  be  a  copy* 
C  Is  No   lo  youi  hand-writing  ? 
A  No   15   is.  my  hand  wilting  >  No.  16.  I  cannot 
*peak  to. 

WILLIAM  HU'SKISSON,Esq  attending  In  hh  pteze< 
was  Emmimd  by  The  Cefflmktte,  m  M\m§  $ 

Lo?r/  Folhstonc  —Q  Will  }<ui  look  at  N(of  21  ? 
^,  I  hucfuquentiy  seen  Mr   Chapman  wj.te,  andj  t« 
the  best  of  m>  belief,  this  is  his  hand*uiiting. 

[The  follow iug  Papers  were  then  re^d] 

No  2 

"  The  piintipat  sum  of  seventy  thou^ind  pound1?  to  be  id. 
"  vanced  to  His  Jloyal  High  the  D  of  Yoik,  by  way  of  Annuity 
*'  (at  Ten  pei  cent )  eithei  m  One  oi  Two  parts,  as  shall  be 
"  approved  by  H  %  R  H  m  the  following  mannei,  \\7 

"  The  baid  sum  or  sums  to  be  charged  on  the  Oatlands  jand 
**  tt]\  the  adjoining  Fstates,  Manors  &c 

"  The  Purchaser  to  nominate  any  Two  h\es  (in  order  to  sa\e 
*'  Insmance  )  H  R  H  to  be  at  liberty  to  pay  off  the  principal 
"  $uffi  or  sums  any  time  after  three  years  (in  the  usual  way) 

"  either 
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u  either  bv  giving  six  months  notice  or  paymg  six  months  ir» 
4<  advance 

*'  The  Annuity  to  be  payable  quaiterly,  either  by  an  assign- 
"  nient  of  the  Exchequer  Order,  or  an  undertaking  fr£m.  the 
"  liustees  ot  the  said  Older  to  pay  the  bame  ° 

No.  6 

"  Lieut  Colonel  Tayloi  presents  hts  compliments  to  Mr 
u  Robert  Kennett,  and  begs  to  acquaint  him,  that  His  Royal 
"  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  has  not  any  objection  to  writing" 
u  to  Mi  Pitt  respecting  the  application  which  Sir  Horace  Mann 
'*  has  made  in  hi&  favour  " 

*«  Oallamh,  Sunday?  22d  July  1804." 

No.  3. 

"  Lieut  Colonel  Taylor  presents  his  compliments  to  Ken« 
u  nctt,  and  is  dnected  by  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  pf 
"  Yoik  to  iequest  he  will  call  upon  Mi  Adam,  in  Lincohtfs-Inn 
4t  Fields,  upon  Wednesday  morning  next." 

««  Oallands,  July  29th,  1804  )J 

Add)  essed, 

4<  RoloL  Kennett,  Esq  13,  Moete-place,  Lambeth  ,? 

No.  5 

Mr  Adam's  compliments  to  Mr  Kennett,  and  means  to 
*'  see  him  on  1  ucsday  evening,  before  which  he  cannot  be  in 
**  town  " 

"  Lincoln's  Inn,  Thursday  " 
*<  AddtessedJVlr  Kennett  " 

No  4. 

"  Mi  Adam  is  sorry  that  his  Business-  elsewhere  detained 
*  himyesterik}  He  will  be  glad  to  see  Mr  Kennet  here  to* 
*'  day  at  eleven  o'clock  '» 

"  Lincoln's  Inn,  Thutsday  Morning,  2d  August  " 
addressed 

'*  Mr   Robert  Kennett,  13  Meoie-phce,  Lambeth" 

HENRY  SWANN,  Esq  a  Member  of  the  Houses 
attending  in  his  place,  was  Examined  as  follows  s 
q   Have  you  ever  $e£n  Sir  Horace  M«inn  write  > 
J.  I  have  seen  S*r  Horace  Ifann  vuite  very  often 
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Q  Will  you  look  at  No  7  and  state  whether  it  is  Sir 
Horace  Mann's*  writing5 

^4.  I  will  certainly  admit  that  it  \e\$  much  resembles 
the  h&nd- writing  of  the  IJonou. able  Baronet ,  bat  though 
it  does  so  resemble  it,  it  is  not  the  dsaal  mode  of  that  Hon- 
ourable B&i ©net's  signing  his  name,  for  it  b  signed  4  II 
Mann^'J  and  I  very  frequent!)  coriespond  with  him  ,  he 
signs  "  Hor  Mann  " 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  hand-writing  of  Six  Hoi  ace 
Mann  ? 

A  It  has  something  of  the  character  of  the  hand-writing 
©f  St  Horace  Mann, 

Q.  Do  you  or  not  believe  that  to  be  Sir  Horace  Mann's 
hand-writing? 

A*  I  certainly  believe  n  is 

Q  Will  you  look  at  No  16,  is  that  Sir  Hoiace  Mann's 
hand  writing  ? 

A»  I  do  not  thirk  it  is,  I  believe  it  is  not 

No.  7 

**. — 1  shall  lejoice  sincerely  at  your  «uccess,  if  it  can  be  ar, 
**  ©b]ect  with  you  to  obtain  a  situation  in  such  i  climate  The 
4i  channel  you  mention  may  be  more  efficacious  than  the  exer- 
**  tion  of  my  interest,  which  I  will  strenuously  renew  if  it  is  lie- 
"  eessarj ,  when  I  see  a  prospect  of  success, 

"  Yours  faithfully, 

"  H  Mann  » 

«  Margate,  July,  22c2  " 

Add)  essed, 
**  Ttobeit  Kenvett, 
**  No  13,  Mooie-place,  Jamhtth  ,f 

x     No  8 

«  Sir,  "  Oatla?ids,July,  i6/h  1804  " 

v"»r  I  beg  leave  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  \  oui  lettei  o{  >es- 
**  terday,  which  1  lost  no  time  in  laving betoie  the  Duke  of  Yoik, 
4t  1  am  in  consequence  dir€Cfed  to  iequ<  at  >ou  will  ha\e  the 
*  s-oodness  to  call  upon  Mr  Gieenwood  m  CiaigVcouitj  on 
**  Wednesday  next,  a  twelve  o'clock,  H  R  F  having  desued 
*«  him  to  communu  ate  with  you  on  the  subject  of  youi  letter 

**  1  have  the  honoui  to  be,  Sir,  Youi  most  obedient  Humble 
"  secant 

«  B  Taylor' 

No.  9. 
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No  9 

u  Lieut  Colonel  Ti)lor  presents  his  compliments  to  Mr1 
"  Kennett,  and  be<?s  to  acqua  nt  him,  thit,  hivm*  called  Ibis 
*<  morning- upon  Mi  Pitt's  pm ate  Seeretaiv  fm  thf  answer  to 
**  H  K  H 's -application  m  his  frvor,  he  has  been  promised 
f<  that  it  will  be  scntm  the  course  of  the  di\,  if\poss  bL€i  ancj 
*4  he  will  fomard  it,  as  soon  as  received,  to  Mi  Kennett  "  1 

**  Horse  Gacuds,  Tr-ursdiiy  Momn g  i} 
Add i  issed, 

Robert  Kennett,  Lay, 

No  10 

"  Lieut  Colonel  T13  lor  presents  his  compliments  to  Mrl 
4  Kennett,  and  is  (Incited  by  the  Duke  of  Yoik  to  tianspiit  to 
"  him  i  cupv  of  i  letter  fiom  Mr  Pitl'b  pnvi*e  Secie  aiv,  m 
"  reply  tJ  the  ipphc  uion  which  H  R  H  mide  4n  Mi  Ken^ 
"  wtt  jtavor  foi  the  Co'l  ctoisbip  of  the  Customs  at  burm^m  , 
<#  which  msuei  II  11  II  rcgiets  is  n**-  coi  formable  tj  his 
"  wishes  Colon  1  Ta\ior  would  ln\es<  nt  it  c«nliei,  had  lie  lot 
"  b-en  ab  i  nt  f  om  London  when  it  v,  \b  seit  to  the  Hoise 
1  Gu?ids  » 

No.  11 

"  BoxMing-street)  Fuday,  3d  August  l$Q4  '3 
"  My  du^r  Sir, 

"  I  have  not  fai'e  \  to  stite  to  Mi  Pitt  the  wishes  of  His  Royal 
"  H'ghee^s  the  Puke  of  Yofn,  tomm  incited  V  roi  you, 
f<  thathe  would  nominate  Mr  K(  nr^tt  tj>  the  oiTir  Colkctoi 
"  of  His  Majesty's  Customs  at  but  ma  "n*  *\nrt  I  am 'dueled  (o 
'*  icquest  th  >t  )oa  will  submit  to  His  Royal  H  t^hneos,  that,  de- 
"  sirous  is  Mi   PiU  must  at  ail  times  be  to  attend  to  His  Ro^al 
'  Ili^hness'scom  3ia  uls,  he  is  fe-ufu'  that,  i\  Jill    prioi  enga^e- 
"  merits,  be  is  so  cue  imst  meed  *s  not  to  have  it  m  his  power  to 
"  do  so  on  the  present  occasion 

"  Iain,  &e 

Aldte>sed,  "  W*  D.  Adnm$  » 

"  U  Colonel  laijloi  " 

No  12, 

Surinam 

"  The  following  Appointments  have  resulted  fiom  the  Surren- 
der of  this  Colony ,  viz 
et  Sn  C   Green,  to  be  Go^ernoi  and  Commander  m  Chief* 
"  Captain  Diumraond,  2d  Bat  60th  Regiment  Bngade  Major 

4<  Captain 
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rt 


Ca]V«1n  Campbell,  66th  Regiment  Com  of  I  ort  Zelandna 
"  Captain  Mixwell,  P  N  Harbour  Mastei 
'*  G  Chalmers,  h^q  Collector  of  the  Customs. 
"t  LaUr  Donmari>  IsQ  Comptioltevof  ditto 
"J  Bent,  r^q  Aimj  Agent  and  Cont  for  Pnsoners, 

«  .  Pi  ingle,  Esq   Colonial  Secietary 

"  R  Ross,  ksq  Pnvite  Sew  etas  y 
"  X>*  Monro,  h  q  Ptesident  Coiamissaiy 
"  R  A  Hyndtnan,  Es.q  Resident  Payma  ter 
"  Lieut  Rowan,  64th  Regiment  Aid-de-Camp. 
"  Lieut  Imthum,  2dBittahon  60th  Regiment  Military  ceore- 
"  taiy,  Vendue  Mistet  at  a  per  Centage,  on  the  same  footing 
u     at  Demeiaia  " 

The  Right  Honourable  CHARLES  LONG  attending 
in  his  place,  was  Examined  as  follows 

Q   Do  you  recollect  ever  writing  a  Letter  of  which 
No  lo  puiporis  to  be  a  copy  ? 

A  I  have  no  recollection  oi  it  ,  it  is  ver}  like!)  I  might 
hive  written  such  a  iettei  ,  it  doe*  not  appear  io  be  a  very 
accurate  copy,  it  is  dated  «  Biomley  iUik      I  never 
«kud  Biomley  Paik,  but  Biomley  Hill 
[The  following  papa*  wasiead  .  No   15  Letter  from  Mr 

Lang  J 

No.  15. 

"  Biomley  Hzlt,  Kent,  August  CQtli 

*  Sir, 

u  I  am  sure  Mr  Pitt  would  have  been  \ery  happy  to  have  at- 
4i  tended  to  your  inquest  ie*pf  cting  Mi  Rennett,  but  I  know 
**  upon  the  application  of  the  Duke  of  Yotk,be  was  informed  that 
"  the  office  of  Collect*  i  had  been  appou  ted  to  — A*>  to  the  other 
u  ofhee,  hating  received  a  latei  written  by  thedesne  of  H  R 
"  H  theDuke,  I  made  enqunv  lespectmg  it,  md  I  do  not  find 
**  that theieis  any  su<  hoffice as  Assistant  Commissaiy  ^nd  Agent 
4<  for  Piiboners,  (oi  Commissary  Gen  as  it  was  called  m  the 

Duke's  letter)  to  be  appointed  from  hence  ,  the  Commisbaiy 
#1  Gen  m  the  West  Indies,  Mi  GUssfoid,  lecommends  such  JDe- 
"  putiesashe  finds  necessary  foi  conducting  the  business  of  his 
"  Department,  and  they  are  usually  appointed  by  the  Tieasury 
"  inconsequence  Ihe  office  of  Agent  foi  Pnsoneis  I  conceue 
"  to  be  under  the  dnection  and  appointment  of  the  Ti  an  sport 
*'  Board 

"  Eehe-ve  me  Sir,  irost  faithfully  yours, 

"  C  Long.* 


("   81  ) 

Q  (  fo  1J1  t-LoHg)  Odi)  you  state  to  who  n  tht  letter  jubt 
**■  <t(i  \n  ds  u  nitt  11  *  % 

^1  Itappoiib  to  be  in  answer  to  tTit  Sir  of  Horace 
Mamf  3  but  I  cannot  btate  whcthn  it  \va«>  s>e  or  not 

No  1? 

l(  R  Kennett  will  be  obliged  +0  Mr    Greenwood  fo  *fr 
'  Adam  s  Address  m  vohai  d}  ai>d  if  he  can  mform  him  atoat 
41  what  tim«  he  will  ictum 
4  batuiday  Motttug  " 

Add)  ess, 

"  Wm  dlam,L*q  Blair  4dam}  TC  Bntain 

No.  19* 

"  Blau  Adam,  4th  Oct  180*,  8cotfa?id<i} 

"  Sir, 

"  I  wrote  to  Mr  Greenwood,  who  woild  probably  sonify 
sc  that  I  had  leceived  jouis,  and  would  go  torward  with  the 
*'  busmes&  as  soon  as  I  returned  to  town  $  I  nov  (in  case  your 
*'  not  being  at  a  eeitaintj)  write  to  youiseff,  to  say,  that  i 
*'  shall  desire  to  see  you  as  sooji  as  I  letmn  to  town,  which 
ss  mil  be  the  middle  01  soon  aftet  the  m  ddle  of  this  month* 
**  I  aiiij  Sir*  Yotir  bbfedient  bumble  servant* 

'   "  it  Mm  ddMHiik 

No  20 

1 1*»  ifc^nrnt  Colonel  "Taylor  encloses,  for  Mr,  Ken  ctt*spe-» 
tl  iusil,  1  lottci  ft  cm  ftfr  Chipm  in,  and  is  i  eiy  --orry  to  fait} 
'(>fioin  it  that  the  situation  of  Vendue  Master  is  deposed  of 
^  Mr  Chapman  hac  beeu  out  of  to*n,  which  a<  counts  for  the 
*'  aclay,  in  legaid  to  the  i.ece  pt  of  the  infoimation  now  given 
'  ("Should  Mr  K  wish  to  see  Colonel  T  he  willbeheieto-moi* 
<£  iow  between  three  and  fh  00  clock  *' 

««  Horse  Guards,  2?J  Nov  1804  »» 

No  21 

<«  (Puvite)"    DQunwg-stieet,  22  Nov  180V 
"  Bfar  Taylor, 
"  Lord  Camden  desires  me  to  request  you  will  e\pre«s  to  the 

"  Duke 


"  Dull  of  \  oik  firs  grca*  legret,  tint  the  office  <5f  \  erdue  %)a<^ 
"*  t^r  of  Surinam  Mas  disj  o«»td  of  belon,  >ou  cc?i  my.nn.aU 4 
**  Hiu  Uojal  Highness  wibh  m  fiVoui  of  Mi  Xtimett 

"  I>ekc\e  me,  -very  sincerely  yours, 
"  James  Cknpman  h 
"  I  Miould  hat  e  gtten  j  oh  an  earl  er  anb^cr}  but  ha"*  e  bec^ 
s<  oat  of  towrj 

Addressed, 
"  I^ieutcnanE  Colonel  Idvlot," 
m  an  envelope,  to  "  Mi  Kenuett,  &e  &c» 

Lieutenant  Colonel  TAYLOR  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  The  Committee,  as  follows : 

Lord Folkstone    Q  Look  at  that  letter  (No  8)  Is  that 

your  haiuUwritwg  ?     A  Yes,  U  is 

Q  Peruse  the  iettei,  and  state  to  whom  it  va$~  addressed 
A.  J  believe  to  Mr.  Ktnnet,  from  what  I  btfve  heard  of 

this  business*  there  is  no  addles 

f  Q  Peruse  No  13,  and  state  to  the  Committee,  whethu 
you  ever  Wrote  the  letter  of  which  that  purpoits  to  be  a 
cerov  P    A,  I  believe  1  did* 

Qt  Perns  Ne§  IS.&ridsut©  whether  ym  ever  reeeivrf 
the  later  ©fwhids  th&l  purpyrlg  t©  be  a  sep)  ? 

At  I  think  I  did, 

lliwe  jou  the  letfer  ^vlndiyou  received,,,  of  which  ^ou 
believe  that  to  be  a  copy  ?     A  I  have  not. 

Q  Dojou  know  what  is  becotre  of  it  ? 

A  I  believe  I  destined  it 

Q  U  appears  as  if  this  was  a  draft  of  two  distinct  letters , 
do  you  mean  that  any  letter  you  have  received  contained 
both  those  Ictteis,  or  only  one  of  them 

A*  I  can  only  speak  from  memoiy  ,  I  think  the  transac- 
tion \\?s  %n  1804  ,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  charge  my  me- 
moiy accurately  lespecting  it ,  I  ha\e  kept  nopapeis  upoa 
trie  subject 

Q  Which  of  the  two  letteis  do  you  think  }Oii  received  a 
copy  of  ? 

A*  Theie  is  one  of  the  letters  I  can  read  with  difficulty  ; 

U 


(  ) 


it     erased,  and  there  are  pencil-marks  in  it ;  I  believe  the  m 
to  be  two  distinct  jetteis 
Q  Did  you  recuve  both  > 

A  I  believe  I  did,  I  can  only  "peak  from  memory. 
Q  You  destroyed  both  that  )ou  received  ^ 
A.  I  am  confident  I  destio)cd  ail  I  received 
Q  One  of  these  appear  to  have  pait  wmten  in  pencil 
and  pait  in  ink  ,  canyouchaigt  your  memory  whethei  tint 
which  you  leceived  had  that  written  in  pencil  or  that  wi it- 
ten  in  ink  * 
A  I  cannot  chaige  my  memory 

£The  following  papers  weie  then  read  ] 

No  13. 

st  Colonel  Taylor  presents  his  compliments  to  Mi  Ken« 
*'  nett,  "iul  is  e\tremelv  sorry  thathe  could  not  wait,  as  the 
"  Duke's  cainage  was.  waiting  for  him     He  is  directed  by 

u  H  K  H  to  ?a>, thai  hew  i'l  ippW  for  the  situation  of  Assistant 
*f  Commissary  General,  &c  &c  at  Smmam,  but  that  he  will 
*'  be  able  to  do  it  with  moie  effect  if  Sjr  H  Mann  wilJ  wute  ta 
"  H  R  H  recommending  Mi  Kenne^t  " 

"  Horse  Guardt,  August  15th  " 

*'  Robot  Kenneltj  Esq  <Jc, 

No  18 

"  Moore  Place,  Lambeth^  Sep  16,  1804  " 

«  Sir, 

I  ca  led 

"  I  didmyseif  the  pleasure  of  calling  on  Mr  Greenwood  yes- 
u  terdav,  respecting  theLoan  to  His  Ro\al  Highness  and  of  any 
*'  intention  to  write  to  Mr  Adam  winch  I  did  by  last  night'? 
'«  post,  wherein  IiequestedMr  A  to  siy,  if  I  could  forward  the 
"  business  in  my  way  previous  to  his  return  to  town 

"  J  beg  leave,  Sn,  also  to  observe,  I  was  with  the  Gentleman 

and  I  still  flatter  myself  wtth  the  possibility 

y  esteiday  in  the  City,  lespectmg  the  business  of  Suimam,  and 

of  getting  the  appointment  of  C  * 

il  who  still  hoping  if  possible,  to  be  yet  favoured  with  the  ap- 
st  pomtment  of  the  Collectorship,  (m  piefercnce  to  any  ot&ei), 
**  and  m  the  event  will  he  advance  to  any  amount  the  ^ituatiou 

ClutH  R  H  wishes 

*  The  words  in  Italic  were  written  in  Pencil* 

5  m 
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*    c<  in  parti culai  (of  Army  Agent,  &c  )  being     trivial  emoht- 
"  ineutt  adequate  to  the  risque  of  the  climate.*' 

"  Sir, 

c<  With  all  due  deference  and  respect  io  His  ft.  H  the  ihikc 
f<  ofY  for  Hi*  application  m  mv  brbalf  of  the  appointment;  of 
"  Army  Accent,  See  at  Suimam,  but  as  the  emoluments  of  it 
"  aiebut  triual,  adequate  to  the  risque  of  the  ehmatQ  (and  the 
"  short  time  itmav  be  m  oui  possession)  I  beg  leave  to  decline 
*'  accepting  it 

Pejnut  nie,  Sir,  to  observe 

4 'As  there  is  yet  a  probability  of  succeeding  to  the  appointment 

without  presuming  the 

"  of  *a  Colleetoiship  of  the  Customs,*  1  hope  i  may  have  prefer* 

A  A 

"  ence,  but  as: I  belie\e  tbeie  is  no  warrantnnde  out  for  it — 

S  r  in  that  cage 

"  but  m  the  event  that  it  is  inevitabty  disposed  of,  allow  me  to 

H  R  H  $  patronage  for  a 

u  solicit  the  situation  of  Vendue  Master,  at  a  per  centage,  on  the 

A 

*£  Carrie  footing  as  at  Demaiara  * 

Addtessed^ 
*f  Lieut  Colonel  Taylor,  &?c   Oailands  " 

Q  St§M;e  to  the  Committee  what  \ou  know  of  the  trans- 
action respecting  which,  m  your  fi»st  lettei,  No.  you 
fcjesned  Mr.  Kennett  to  call  upon  Mi  Gieenwood. 

A  As  far  as  I  can  tecollect,  Mi  Kennett  wiote  to  me 
at  Oatlands  a  short  note,  stating,  that  he  had  something  to^ 
pioposeto  me  foi  the  advantage  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York,  and  desiring  that  I  would  see  him  ;  I  am 
not  quite  certain  whethei  I  appointed  him  theie  or  in  Lon- 
don, but  I  think  at  Oatkmds.  Mi  Kennett  mentioned  to 
rse  I  think  then,  01  m  a  note  (I  cannot  charge  my  memoiy 
exactly,  having  kept  no  notes,)  but  I  think  he  verbally  men- 
tioned to  me,  that  he  could  piocure  for  Ills  Royal  Highness 
the  loan  of  thirty  or  forty  thousand,  pounds  ,  and  as  fai  as 
I  recollect  that  wa&  all  that  passed  then,  evept  that 
I  said  I  should  submit  it  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  puke  of 
York,  and  let  him  hear  furthei  flora  me  upon  the  subject. 

Q  Do  you  recollect  the  date  of  this  conference  wit))  Mu 
Kennett  *~A.  I  do  not. 

Q,  State  it  nearly  as  }  ou  can  ? 

A*  I  really  do  not  recollect. 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  year? 

A*  t  do  not  recollect  theyear,  I  was  told  of  ft  coming 
here. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  this  "was  the  first  step  in 
this  transaction  ?—m4.  Yes,  it  was* 

Q.  That  Mr.  Kennett  volunteered  bis  services  ? 
A%  He  did. 

Q*  Did  you  inform  the  Duke  of  York  of  this  applica- 
tion of  Mr.  Kennett's  ?—  A.  Idid. 
Q.  What  was  the  result? 

A.  I  was  desired  to  refer  Mr.  Kennett  to  Mr.  Adam* 

Q.  l)o  you  know  any  thing  more  which  took  place  re- 
specting that  transaction  ? 

A.  At  that  time,  or  subsequently,  Mr.  Kennett  men- 
tioned to  me,  that  he  was  very  much  supported  by  Sir 
Horace  Mann,  with  whom  he  had  been  long  acquainted; 
and  he  told  me,  that  Sir  Horace  Mann  had  desired  him. 
to.  say  he  should  feel  very  much  obliged  to  me,  if  I  could 
use  my  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York  to  assist  him 
in  obtaining  a  situation.  I  am  not  certain  whether  that 
was  in  his  iirst  verbal  communication  or  in  his  second. 

Q.  Was  the  second  communication  long  after  the  firsfc.? 

A.  No,  very  shortly. 

Q.  Between  the  first  and  the  second3  do  you  know 
whether  Mr*  Kennett  had  seen  Mr.  Adam? 

A.  1  believe  not.  } 

Q.  What  passed  at  that  second  meeting? 

A.  I  really  cannot  state  exactly  wbat  passed;  I  cannot 
charge  my  memory  with  the  particulars. 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  the  Duke  of  York  when  the<oflfer 
of  the  loan  was  made  by  Mr.  Kennett,  that  Sir  Horace 
Mann  would  be  much  obliged  to  the  Duke  if  he  ceuld 
procure  for  Mr,  Kennett  a  place?  * 

A*  Mr.  Kenneths  communication  respecting  Sir  Ho- 
race Mann  vwas  subsequent  to  the  ofTer  of  the  }loan;  the 
offer  of  the  loan  had  been  communicated  to  His  Royal 
Highness  previous  to  the  communication  respecting  Sir 
Horace  Mann. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  the  communication  respecting 
Sir  Horace  Mann  was  at  the  second  meeting  ? 

A.  I  am  almost  certain,  as  far  as  I  can  be  from  recol- 
lection. 

No.  XVHL  V.  &  I  Q-  Are 
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Q.  Are  von  ceitain  that  it  was  after  the  fust  conversa- 
tion with  Mi.  Taylor  ? 

A,,  I  have  stated  that  it  was  subsequent  to  the  fiist. 

Q.  Do  \ou  mean  ta  state  that  jou  aie  not  ceitain 
whethei  it  was  -at  the  second  01  some  subsequent  meet- 
ing > — A.  Yes,  it  certainly  was  not  at  the  hist. 
,  Q.  Did  you  ever  state  that  communication  lespectmg 
Sir  Horace  Mann's  wishes  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik  * 

A.  I  did. 

t  Q.  How  soon  aftei  Mi.  Kennett  had  infoimed  jou  of 
that  wish  of  Sir  Horace  Mann's  did  yon  mention  it  to 
the  Duke  of  York  ? — A*  I  think  almost  immediately. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  what  inteivai  theie  was  between 
the  offer  of  the  loan  and  that  communication  respecting 
Sir  Horace  Mann's  wishes  p — A.  I  leally  cannot  say. 

Q.  Was  the  negociation  of  the  loan  ever  concluded  * 

A.  I  believe  not ,  but  I  do  not  know ;  for  His  Royal 
Highness  has  not  been  m  the  habit  of  employing  me  in 
his  money  tiansactions. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  moie  of  that  negociation 
about  the  loan  ? 

A.  Mr.  Kennett  called  upon  me  several  times,  and 
wrote  to  me  occasionally;  but  it  is  veiy  difficult  for  me 
to  recollect  what  passed  upon  the  subject,  from  the  tune 
that  has  elapsed,  but  as  fai  as  I  lecollect,  Mi.  Kennett 
mentioned  to  me  lepeatedty,  that  he  had  seen  Mr.  Adam 
he  complained  of  Mi.  Adam's  delay;  and  at  one  time 
he  said,  he  really  began  to  think  that  His  Royal  High- 
ness and  Mr.  Adam  weie  indifferent  about  the  loan,  fiom. 
having  been  put  off  so  often  as  he  had  been. 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what  you  know  with  re- 
spect to  the  steps  taken  to  procuie  Mr.  Kennett  a  place, 
and  the  cpi despondence  with  Mr.  Adam  dad  otheis  upon 
that  tiansaction. 

A*  In  consequence  of  Mr.  Kennett's  communication 
to  me,  particularly  that  in  which  he  mentioned  that  Sir 
Horace  Mann  was  veiy  much  interested  in  his  favour,  I 
stated  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  Mr. 
Kennett's  wish  to  obtain  an  office,  those  offices  were 
specified  by  him ;  I  do  not  lecollect  what  tbey  weie,  and 
His  Royal  Highness  authorized  me  to, write  to  Mi.  Long 
upon  the  subject ;  I  do  not  recollect  writing  an>  othei 

letter , 
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»ettei ;  I  probably  have,  but  I  cannot  charge  my  memoiy, 
having  had  no  releience^to  papers. 

Q.  Were  the  two  letters  of  which  vou  have  read  the 
copy  (No.  18)  shewn  to  the  Dnke  of  "York  > 

A.  I  cannot  recollect,  but  I  believe  not. 

Q.  Was  the  substance  stated  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik* 

A,  I  daie  say  it  was. 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  it  was  > 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  I  did  state  it  to  the  Duke, 
not  that  I  can  posit, vely  say  that  I  did  ,  but  I  probably 
did. 

Q   Was  it  in  the  legulai  eourbe  that  you  should  state 
it  to  the  Duke  ' 

XA.  I  certainly  should  4have  stated  it  to  the  Dnke  if  I 
received  such  letteis,  believing  the  communication  to  be 
intended  for  hi  in. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mi,  Kennet  ever  obtained 
any  appointment*—^.  I  unuerbtood  not, 

Q>  What  was  the  situation  about  the  Duke  of  York 
which  you  filled  at  that  time  > 

A.  I  was  private  secretary  to  His  Royal  Highness, 

[The  witness  was  du  ected  to  withdraw, 

CHARLES  GREENWOOD,  Esq.  was  called  in; 
and  Examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  ; 

Lord  Folfcstone.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Kennett 
coming  to  you  ? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  State  to  the  Committee  all  you  know  respecting 
that  transaction  3 

A*  1  know  very  little  about  the  transaction,  fur- 
thei  than  Mr.  Kennett's  calling  upon  me;  1  undeistood 
by  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  commands,  communicated  by 
Colonel  Tayloi ;  I  heaid  what  he  had  to  say,  but  I  con- 
sideied  it  a  wild  pioposal,  and  did  not  much  attend  to  it* 

Q.  When  was  this  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  recollect  the  time. 

Q.  What  was  the  proposal  which  you  state  to  ha\e 
been  a  wild  pioposal  > 

A.  A  veiy  huge  loan,  and  without  any  thing 
requited  but  personal  secuuty  ;  that  was  the  propdsal, 
to  the  best  of  my  lecollection ;  I  may  be  mistaken. 

1  2  Q.  To 
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Q,  To  what  extent  w  as  the  loan  ? 

A*  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  thirty  thousand 
pounds  ;  I  am  not  at  all  clear  upon  it,  but  1  think  it 
was  so, 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Kennett  state  to  you,  that  he  wished  for 
any  thing  else  m  consequence  ot  the  advance  of  this 
bum  of  money,  besides  pet  sonal  security  ? 

A.  I  understood  hia  object  was  to  obtain  some  ap* 
pom+ ment  for  a  friend. 

Q.  What  sort  of  appointment ? 

At  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q  Do  }ou  know  who  that  ft  i end  was  ? 
*  A*  I  do  not. 

<  Q,  Do^ou  mean  an  appointment  under  government? 
A*  I  concluded  so,  upon  recollection,  I  doubt  whe- 
ther it  was  not  some  appointment  in  the  Weft  Indies 
that  was  bis  aim. 

Q.  Did  5* on  state  this  conveisation  to  the  Duke  of 
Yoik  > 

A   I  stated  the  substance  of  it* 

Q.  What  was  the  Duke's  observation  * 

A*  I  do  not  think  that  his  Ro>al  Highness  gave 
much  attention  to  it,  but  said  it  might  be  enquired  into, 
or  something  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Do  you  knoiv  whether  it  was  enquired  into? 

A,  1  lather  think  that  Colonel  Tajloi  or  Mr.  Adam, 
I  am  not  clear  which,  had  dnections  to  enqune  about  it. 

Q.  Do  }oa  know,  ot  }our  own  knowledge,  any  thing 
moie  about  it  > 

A*  I  teally  do  not. 

Q  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Kennett  upon  the  subject 
sfterwatds  ? 

A  He  called  upon  me  two  oi  thiee  times. 

Q.  What  passed  upon  those  occasions  ? 

A.  Repeating  his  offeis,  and  I  paying  very  little  atten- 
tion to  them. 

'  Did  he  at  each  time  repeat  hi?  application  for  a 
Situation  tinder  government  ? 

Jt.  I  $o  not  recollect  that  he  did. 
v  Qf  Aie^you  certain  about  it  * 

A*  He  might  have  possibly  stated  his  wish  for  an  ap- 
pointment under  government  moie  than  once;  I  cannot 

be 


C   89  ) 

be  ceitam  of  it ;  but  in  general,  the  conversations  were 
very  shoit  with  me. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  those  conversations  to  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  > 

A.  I  do  not  dunk  that  I  did,  all  of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  some  of  them  to  the  Duke 
of  Yoi  k  * 

A.  I  remember  telling  the  Duke  of  York,  that4I  did 
not  think  it  was  a  proposal  that  could  be  of  an^  effect.' 

Q.  Did  you  evei  state  to  the  Duke  of  York  his  wish 
to  obtain  the  situation  under  government  ? 

A  I  believe  I  did. 

Q.  Did  Kennett  ever  apply  foi  a  situation  under  go- 
vernment foi  himself  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Always  for  a  friend  ? 

A,  1  always  undei stood  him  so. 

Q.  Aie  you  ceitain  that  he  so  ftated  it  ? 

A.  I  am  ceitain  that  I  undei stood  him  so 

Q.  Did  you  know  who  Mi.  Kennett  w^as  ^ 

A,  I  heard  that  he  had  been  in  trade  in  Bond-street*  < 

Q.  Did  you  know  what  profession  he  earned  on  at 
that  time  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  know  where  he  lived  ? 

A.  No,  J  rathei  think  he  lived  somewhere  be)ond 
Well  mi  nster-b  ridge,  but  I  do  not  know  where*  < 

Q   Did  \ou  know  that  he  had  been  a  bankuvpt  * 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  lor  certain,  J  knew  he  fiad  been 
in  tiade,  but  whethei  he  had  failed  or  not  I  do  not  re- 
collect. 

Q.  Did  you  evei  enquire  mto  this  man's  character  * 

A.  I  had  heard  an  indifferent  charactei,  I  did  not  en- 
quire about  him. 

Q.  Did  you  state  the  result  of  those  enquiries  to  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  stated  that  he  was  a  man  not  to  be  at- 
tended to ,  I  think  so.  N 

Q,  Are  you  not  ceitain  that  you  did  so  ? 

A.  I  think  it  must  be  so,  because  it  was  my  feeling. 

Q   You  have  no  doubt  that  you  did  b©  state  ? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  I  did. 

[The  witness  was  dnecte<J  to  withdraw. 
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Mr.  Huskisson  obseived,  that  Colonel  Taylor 
haft  obseived  to  him,  that  he  could  have  stated 
something  more  about  Kennett,  it  he  had  been 
asked  the  question,  and  therefore  hoped  theie  would 
he  no  objection  to  cill  him  again 

Loid  Polkstone  had  no  objection  whatever ;  but 
thje"honoaiable  Gentleman  would  leeollect,  that  if 
anything  had  been  omitted,  it  was  not  owing  to 
Thim  2  foi  he  had  desired  Colonel  Tavloi  to  state  all 
tie  knew  connected  with  the  subject  ot  inquiry. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  TAYLOR  was*  again  called 
in,  and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

Mr.  Huskisson.  Q.  Pending  the  transaction  with 
Mr.  Kennett,  which  you  have  mentioned,  did  }©u  make 
any  enqmiy  lespecting  his  chaiacter  * 

A,  I  did  noty  he  was  only  known  to  me  from  Sir  Flo- 
race  Blames  recommendation. 

Q.  Did  any  friend  of  jour's  state  to  you  any  thing 
he  knew  of  him  * 

A.  In  the  cgurse  of  his  visits  to  the  Horse  Guaids 
where  he  came  three  or  four  times,  more  or  less,  he  was 
met  by  a  person  who  asked  me  whether  I  had  long 
known  him:  I  stated  to  him  that  I  onlv  knew  him  from 
Sir  Hprace  Mann's  recommendation,  and  from  his  com- 
munications to  me  subsequent  to  that.  He  then  told 
me,  that  he  had  formerly  known  bim  ;  I  think  he  said 
he  had  been  a  stock-bioker,  but  I  am  not  ceitam  ;  but 
1  am  certain  that  he  said  he  had  failed,  and  that  theie 
weie  circumstances  attending  his  failure  which  were  not 
to  his  credit,  and  he  cautioned  me  against  him. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  to  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  this  information  ? — A*  I  did. 

Q.  What  passed  between  yourself  and  his  Royal 
Highness  in  consequence  of  your  making  this  commu- 
nication ? 

A*  His  Royal  Highness  oidered  me,  m  consequence, 
to  drop  eveiy<  furthei  application  m  his  favour. 

Q.  Is  there  any  bther  encumstance  connected  with 
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the  eommun' cations  you  held  with  Mr.  Keanetfc  -that 
you  can  recollect,  and  which  is  mateual  to  this  mquirv  ? 

A*  1  cannot  bay  I  recollect  any  other. 

Lord  Folfatone.  Q.  Do  you  recol fee t  when  that  in- 
formation was  «iven  you  lespectmg  Mvk.  Kennett  ? 

A  I  do  not,  it  vvas  after  I  h^d  had  seveial  communica- 
tions with  him,  as  I  have  before  stated. 

Q.  Had  you  any  communication  with  him  afterwards'  * 

A.  None  that  I  recollect;  I  nn^ht  have  some  veibai 
communication  with  him,  but  none  that  was  material, 
certainly. 

Q.  Fiom  whona  was  it  that  you  received  this  infoi- 
xnation  * 

A.  I  was  defied  by  the  person  giving  me  the  infor- 
mation not  to  name  htm. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdiaw. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in  ] 

Q.  When  you  first  saw  Mr.  Kennett?  did  he  come  re- 
commended by  Sn  Horace  Mann  ? 
A*  He  did  not. 

Q.  I)fd  you  see  him  frequently  before  he  was  recom- 
mended b\  Sn  Horace  Mann  ' 

A*  I  think  it  was  the  second  time  that  he  mentioned 
the  interest  Sir  Hotace  Mann  took  in  his  favoui,  and 
I  think  he  brought  a  letter  from  Sir  Horace  Mann 
to  me. 

Q.  Did  \\e  bring  that  letter  in  consequence  of  any 
wish  expiessed  by  >ou,  that  he  should  bring  some  re- 
commendation before  \  ou  would  entei  into  a  negociation 
of  this  soit.  y 

A  ^  He  did  not,  the  recommendation  fiom  Sir  Horace 
Mann  was  spontaneous 

Q.  Didjou  nv>t  know  that  Mr.  Kennett  had  been  a 
bankrupt 

A*  I  dul  not,  I  knew  nothing  of  Mi.  Kennett  tnl  I 
received  that  information. 

[The  witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw. 
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Mr.  Adam  should  state  all  he  knew  of  the  tran- 
saction.] 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esquire,  attending  m  his 
place,  was  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows. 

When  this  transaction  wa^  begun  to  he  stated  hy  Mr. 
Duft,  and  that  he  mentioned  Mi.  Kennett,  I  had  not, 
atfiist.  the  most  distant  lecollection  of  suel  a  ti  ansae- 
tion  ever  having  taker  place,  hut  as  Mi.  Dntr  went  on 
and  stated  some  ciieumstances,  the  h  collection  of  such 
a  tiansaction  recuncd  to  nrv   mindA  and  the  cncum- 
atance  of  my  two* notes  are  \Uf  kttei  having  been  put 
into  my  hand,  has  *w<k  it  it  ^collection  ^till  Hioie  ac- 
cuiate,  as  fai  a^  jt  is  po^i  \^  toi  me  to  call  that  aecu- 
late  at  ali  which  *csts  *ci  leto^ection  at  so  long  a  distance 
of  time.    I  lemevrbei  to  have  ^een  Mr.  Kennett  on  the 
business  of  this  pio;  oscd  loan,  and  upon  that  only  ;  no- 
thing, as  fai  as  1  <  an  lccollect,  was  e\ei  stdttd  to  me 
by  him  but  that^  and  the  hist  impnsiticn  I  now  iccol- 
lect  that  I  had  of  it  was,  that  it  would  not  turn  cot  a 
loan  that  could  be  entered  into.    I  appichcnd  that  soon 
after  my  hist  mteniew,  if  1  had  moie  than  one  with 
him  in  the  month  of  August,  1  must  have  left  town  fai 
Scotland,  an<Tconsequentl>  have  known  nothing  of  what 
iias  pioceedmg,  if  any  thing  was  pio<eeding  m  the  m~ 
teival ,  and  1  can  only  account  foi  the  last  tetter,  the 
letter  wiitten  fiom  Scotland,  m  this  waj  ,  that  previous 
to  my  depaituie  fiom  my  lesidence  theie,  I  had  been 
considering  the  different  matteis  I  v\as  to  entes  into  pio- 
bably  when  I  returned  to  town,  and  amongst  the  jest 
had  wiitten  upon  that  subject.    I  do  rot  recollect  evei 
to  have  *een  Mr.  Kennett  aftei  my  leturn  ,  at  the  same 
tune  1  think  it  is  piobable  that  I  ma}  ha\e  seen  hirn9 
but  the  loan  was  put  an  end  to,  and^all  intercom se  with 
Mi.  Kennett  was  put  an  end  to  without  any  thing  being 
done.    I  think  it  nght  to  say,  that  I  k^ew  nothing  at 
all  of  Mr.  Kennett  when  he  hist  called  upon  me,  oi  a^iy 
thiiig  respecting  his  chaiacter.    This  is  a^l  I  can  (vci  11  to 
my  recollection. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  inquuies  lespectmg  the  chatac- 
ter  ot  Mr.  Kennett  * 

^,  1  ha\e  no  doubt  that  I  mast  ha\e  made  enquiues* 
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thopgh  I  cannot  recollect  them  ;  and  I  think  the  in  for- 
illation,  which  Colonel  Taylor  mentions,  mti&t  have  been, 
communicated  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  it  was  communicated  to  you  by 
Colouel  Taylor  > 

A.  I  can  only  say  that  I  piesume  it  was,  but  I  cannot 
speak  from  any  ceitain  recollection. 

Q.  You  cannot  bay  whether  you  heard  it  fi  om  Colonel 
Td}  lor  > 

A.  I  cannot  say  positively  whether  I  heaid  it  fiom 
Colonel  Tayloi  > 

Q.  Noi  can  you  recollect  when  you  heard  it ? 

A.  I  cannot  lecollect  when  1  heaid  it,  but  I  think  it 
must,ha>e  been  after  my  itttnn  from  Scotland  m  Octo- 
ber 1804. 

Q.  What  was  that  information  ? 

An  That  he  was  a  person  not  at  all  likely  to  accom- 
plish the  object,  and  a  person  of  the  character  which  has 
been  alluded  to  by  Colonel  Taylor. 

Lord  Folkstone  then  proposed  that  Robert 
Kennett  should  be  called  to  the  Bar;  but  on  the 
suggestion  of  Mr.  Williams  Wynne,  that  the  calling 
such  a  person  to  the  Bar  would  be  unworthy  the  dig- 
nity of  that  House,  the  Noble  Lord  acquiesced  hi 
the  piopriety  of  his  Honouiablc  Fnend's suggestion. 

The  Chairman  then  asked  Mr.  Waidle  if  he  had 
any  moie  evidence  to  adduce?  to  which  Mi*  Wai- 
dle lephed,  none  heside  that  of  the  letters* 

GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Esq.  (having 
dcjiveied  in  some  letters,)  vwis  examined  by  the  Com- 
mittee,  as  follovvs  „ 

Q#  Aie  the  letteis  which  you  hare  now  deh\  ered  in, 
the  letteis  winch  ate  alluded  to  in  Mis.  Claike's  letter 
of  the  2Sth  of  Jamiaiyi 

A,  I  piesume  they  aie,  they  are  the  letters  of  the 
<t>fficeis  s>he  was  to  have  «ot  lecommendationb  for;  I  know 
no  other  letteis,  and  I  pobSebb  no  otheis. 

State 
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<j>.  State,  with  as  much  accuracy  as\ou  can,  the  time 
when  you  received  these  letteis  fiom  Mrs.  Claike  > 

A.  I  have  no  memoi  and  urns  enabling  me  to  state  the 
date  piecisely. 

Q«  In  what  yeai  was  it  ? 

A.  It  was  within  the  last  two  months. 

Q.  Aie  they  the  letteis  stated  to  have  been  delivered 
to  you  with  a  view  to  facilitate  some  negociation  ? 

A*  Yes,  I  suppose  so  ,  they  are  letteis  of  lecommen- 
clatton  of  officers  foi  promotion,  which  I  understood 
fiom  Mrs.  Claike  weie  sent  to  hei  by  Mi.  Donovan  ioi 
her  to  get  furthei  iecommendation&  upon. 

[Mi.  Huskisson  thought,  befoie  they  pioceeded 
furthci,  it  was  mateml  to  know  how  these  letters 
came  into  Mr*.  CUuke&'s  bands,] 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esq,  was  examined  in  hi# 
place,  as  follows ; 

Mr.C  Adams  observed^before  he  put  his  questions 
that  he  tiusted  the  Learned  and  Honouuble  Mem- 
bei  would  peimit  him  to  put  one  or  two  questions  si- 
milar to  those  he  had  put  to  him  the  othei  night  * 
that  Honoui able  Gentleman  had  then  refeired  him 
for  answer  to  his  formei  evidence.  He  had  consi- 
dered that  evidence,  and  did  not  think  it  kept  within 
the  scope  of  the  questions  be  wished  to  put. 

Mi.  Adam  expiessedhis  pei  feet  willingness  to  an« 
swei  any  question  any  Honouiable  Gentleman^tnight 
be  disposed  to  put. 

Mr,  C  Adams*    Q  Weie  }on  consulted  as  to  whether 
the  annuity  to  Mis.  Claike  should  or  should  not  be  paid  ? 
A*  !No,  I  djd^not  kuow  ot  its  having  ceased  to  be  paid, 
Q,  Then  the  Committee  are  to  understand  you  did  not 
*  advise  the  non-payment  of  the  annuity  ? 
A*  Ceitainlv  I  didv  not, 
*  Q.  Was  it  known  to  jou  that  the  Duke  refused  to  pay 
this  annuity  ? 

A*  I  knew  it  iu  no  other  way  than  by  the  communiea- 
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tions  which  1  bad  with  His  Royal  Highness,  as  Well  as  I 
can  lecollect  at  the  time  1  received  those  letters  from  Mis. 
Clarke,  which  have  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House. 
Q,  Do  you  know  the  reason  of  such  refusal  * 
A,  I  did  not  know  the  specific  fact  oi  facts  that  was  the 
cause  of  the  discontinuance  of  the  payment  of  the  an- 
nuity, but  I  know  in  geneial  fiora  the  same  souice,  I 
mean  fiom  conversations  with  His  Royal  Highness,  that 
the  annuity  was '  discontinued  in  consequence  of  an  im- 
pression upon  his  mind,  that  Mrs.  Claike's  conduct  had 
not  been  such  as  to  fall  within  the  condition  upon  which 
the  annuity  was  ongmally  granted,  when  I  say  ougmally 
granted,  1  do  not  mean  to  have  it  infeiied  that  theie  was 
any  reguiai  giant  of  the  annuity,  but  thac  I  was  desired 
to  state  at  the  time  that  I  communicated  to  Mrs.  Claike 
that  His  Royal  Highness  was  not  to  see  her  again ,  that 
she  was  to  leceive  a  quarteily  sum  m  the  manner  that  I 
have  stated  m  my  formei  evidence,  one  hundred  pounds 
a  quarter 

Q.  Did  the  discontinuance  of  that  annuity  arise  at  all 
from  the  Duke's  knowledge  of  hei  interference  in  military 
promotions  ? 

A.  I  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  His  Royal  Highness 
was  at  all  acquainted  with  any  such  mterfeience  oX  the 
time  the  annuity  discontinued*  I  wish  to  add*  that  the 
annuity  was  an  annuity  the  payment  of  which,  as  I  have 
aheady  stated  in  my  evidence,  did  not  fall  within  any 
fund  of  His  Rojal  Highnes's  that  was  under  my  ad- 
ministration. I  hope  the  Committee  will  not  think  it 
impioper  I  should  go  on  to  state,  that  this  matter  maybe 
clearly  and  distinctly  undei  stood,  which  was  a  little  mis- 
understood on  a  foimer  night,  notwithstanding  the  man- 
nei  in  which  I  endeavoured  to  expiess  nn  self  m  the  early 
part  of  this  proceeding,  that  that  portion  of  His  Royal 
Highnesses1  s  income  which  he  letains  for  his  own  e\peu- 
dituiein  his  family,  on  his  propeity,  and  in  whatever 
othei  mode  his  expenditure  is  applied,  is  not  in  the  least 
within  the  pi  ounce  of  my  trust  or  knowledge,  that  all 
that  is  within  m>  ,tiust  or  knowledge  ts»  that  sum  which 
has  been  apptopnated  by  HislRoyal  Highness  towards  the 
payment  of  the  inteiest  and  liquidation  of  the  puncipal 
of  those  debts. 

,Q.  State^ 
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Q,  State,  if  you  can,  at  whdt  time,  and  by  whom  the 
impression  was  made  upon  His  Royal  Highnebs's  mmdte 
which  yon  have  refeired? 

A*  I  certainly  do  not  know  by  whom  it  was  made,  nor 
do  I  know  at  what  time  it  was  made,  I  ha\e  already 
.stated  the  tune  at  which  I  in st  became  acquainted  with  it, 
or  nearly  so. 

-  Mis.  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  in,  and 
examined  fov  the  Committee,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Lockhart.  "Q.  Are  these  the  letteis  which  yon  de- 
liveied  to  Mr.  Waidle,  m  oidci,  as  you  stated  m  youi  let- 
tei  to  Mr.  Donovan,  to  facilitate  some  negociation  ? — [The 
letters  delivered  in  by  Mr*  War  die  being  shewn  to  the  Wit- 
nets] — A*  Yes,  these  are  the  letteis. 

Q.  When  did  you  dehvei  these  letteis  to  Mr.  Waidle? 

A*  Soon  after  1  leceived  them  from  Mr.  Dono\an. 

Q.  When  did  }ou  receive  them  fiorn  Mr.  Donovan5 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q*7The  letters  appear  to  be  all  tlated  in  the  beginning 
of  the  year  1808,  had  you  them  in  your  pos^es^ion  iiom 
the  time  of  the  dates  jintil  }0u  dehveied  tliem  to  Mr. 
Waddle? — A.  I  cannot  exactly  say. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter,  and  sav  whose  hand-writing  it 
is  h — \A  letter  being  sheim  to  the  Witness]    A.  I  do  know. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter  {No.  2)  and  say  whose  hand- 
writing 5  ou  believe  that  to  be  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  the  hands  at  all. 

Q.  Look  at  that  iettei  (No.  3)  and  say  whose  hand- 
writing you  belie\e  that  to  be  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  These  letters  purport  to  be  Certificates  fjom  Offi- 
cers; did  jou  give  these  letteis  to  Mi  Ward le  with  a 
view  to  his  piocuiiiig  the  signatuie  of  any  member 
of  parliament  as  an  additional  lecommendation,  not  know-* 
ing  whose  hand  wuting  the  onginal  recommendation  was  * 

A,  I  gave  another  to  Geneial  Clavenng,  and  he  took 
the  precaution  of  enqumng  at  Mr.  Gieen wood's,  or 
the  Adjutant  General's.  I  believe  it  is  one  of  those  I 
gave  to  General  Clavenng,  that  feigned  "  Ross." 

Q.  These  letteis  puipoit  to  be  Certificates  from  Offir- 
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cers;  did  you  give  these  letters  to  Mr.  Waidle  with  # 
view  to  his  pioeurmg  the  signature  of  any  Memhei  of 
Faihaaient  as  an  additional  lecommendation,  not  know- 
ing whose  handwriting  the  original  lecorrimendation  was? 

A*  Yes,  Mr.  Donovan  told  me  they  were  all  coirect, 
and  that  they  weiethe  Officers  lecommendations  in  apt o- 
per  nianneu 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Donovan  tell  yon  they  were  the  hand* 
wnting  of- the  respective  Officeis  whose  hand-writing 
they  puiport  to  be  * — A,  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Do  you  now  know  the  hand*wntmg  of  the  pel  son 
who  wrote  either  of  these  letteis  ? — A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writing  of  Mr,  Donovan  ? 

A*  Yes,  I  have  had  a  great  many  letters  from  Mr. 
Donovan. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter,  and  say  whether  that  is  riot  the 
hand-wnting  of  Mi.  Donovan  ? 

A.  I  think  that  looks  very  like  it>  but  I  would  not 
take  upon  me  to  say  it  is,  when  it  is  signed  '*  William, 
Wallace ;"  I  think  it  looks  very  like  it. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  received  that  letter,  did  yott  con- 
ceive that  the  body  of  the  letter  was  of  the  hancUwritmg 
©f  Mr,  Donovan? 

A,  No,  I  certainly  did  not,  nor  should  I  without  look* 
ing  at  it  again.  I  would  not  think  that  a  man  would 
presume  to  put  another  man's  signature;:  and  I  am  not 
sure  that  it  is  his  writing  gow,  but  it  is  very  like  it.  3 

Q.  Was  the  only  reason  foi  your  not  supposing  it  to 
be  the  hand-wiiting  of  Mi.  Donovan  at  the  time  that 
you  leceived  it,  that  the  signatuie  was  the  signature  ok* 
auothei  peison  ? 

A  I  nevei  made  any  lemaiks  upon  it  at  all;  pelbaps 
I  did  not  read  it. 

Q.  Did  }oti  put  letteis  >nto  the  hand  of  a  Mem-* 
T>ei  of  Paihament  to  procure  hi&  recommendation,  those 
letteis  being  ongiual  recommewlatioiis  themselves,  with* 
out  reading  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  should,  because  the  peison  would  take  ca'ie 
that  it  would  be  proper  befoie  he  got  anv  thing  done,  as 
General  Claveung  did;  he  went  to  ascertain  the  writ* 
mg,  and  found  i%  to  be  conect,  as  he  told  me* 

Q.  Look  at  both  the  letteis  signed  "  Wallace/1 
No.  XIX.  V.  2,  K  [7% 
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*  [They  were  both  shewn  to  the  witness.*]  A  One  is  only 
a  copy  of  the  other  lettei.  Mr.  Donovan  has  copied 
this  letter;  I  suppose  jou  peiceive  that;  if  you  read 
them,  they  ate  both  the  same. 

Q.  When  did  \ou  leceive  the  copy,  and  when  did  you 
receive  the  oiigmal ? 

A*  I  cannot  tell,  here  they  both  aie;  I  can  tell  no- 
thing faitlrci  than  that. 

Q.  Did  you  leceive  them  both  at  the  same  time? 

A*  I  cannot  tell, 
i  Q.  The  letters  are  not  merely  a  copy  ;  one  is  addiess* 
ed  at  the  bottom,  aud  the  other  is  not ? 

A,  General  Leigh  is  left  out  m  one. 

Q.  Which  is  the  original ? 

A*  That  I  will  leave  to  the  Honourable  Ifouse  to 
find  out;  but  the  othei  is  addiessed  on  the  outside  to 
General  Leigh,  that  is  the  only  drileience ;  what  is  at 
the  bottom  of  one  is  on  the  outside  of  the  other,  it  is  only 
a  half  sheet  of  paper,  that  he  could  not  put  it  upon  the 
back  perhaps. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  Mr.  Donovan  has  copied 
the  one  from  the  other  > 

A*  Because  it  appears  from  looking  at  them;  I  think 
that  the  looking  at  them  would  convince  any  one. 

Q.  You  hiave  now  no  doubt  of  one  of  these  letters  be~ 
iog  Mr.  Donovan's  hand-writing  ? 

A*  No,  J  tjnnk  one  is  his  hand-wnting  peihaps,  it  is 
very  likely  ;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hitektsson.  Q.  Are  these  the  letters  which  you 
6tate  yourself,  in  joui  lettei  to  Donovan  of  the  28th  of 
January,  to  have  put  into  Mr.  Wardle's  hands  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  the  negociations  * 

A,  Yes,  I  think  they  are ,  but  General  Clavering  had 
one;  1  do  not  know  what  is  become  of  that. 

Q.  Are  these  all  the  letters  you  put  into  Mi.  Wardle's 
hands  foi  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  negociation ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  to  which  you  refer  in  your  letter  of  the  28th 
of,  January  Yes./ 

Q,  Explain  to  the  Committee  m  what  manner  you 
conceived  these  letters  m  Mr.  Wardle's  hands  were  to 
facilitate  a  negociation  ? 

J,  He 
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A*  He  told  me  he  would  get  same  recommendations 
from  some  Members  of  Parliament, 

Q,  Mr.  Wardle  told  you  that  he  would  use  those  let- 
ters foi  the  puiposeof  facilitating  this  negotiation,  by 
getting  the  stgoature  of  some  Members  of  Parliament ? 

A.  Yes,  he  did,  and  he  has  made  a  different  use  of 
them  ;  I  dare  say  he  never  tried. 

Q,  Then  you  were  led  by  Mr.  Wardle  to  expect  he- 
would  accomplish  the  object  for  which  you  put  these 
letteis  into  his*hanJs,  that  of  facilitating  a  negoeiation 
from  which  you  were  to  receive  some  pecumaiy  advan- 
tage ? 

A*  Yes ;  but  I  find  now  he  was  only  laughing  at  me ; 
it  was  only  to  <  get  into  the  secrets  of  Donovan  and  my- 
self. 

Mr.  Frazer.  Q.  What  was  the  reason  assigned  for  the 
non-payment  of  the  annuity,  or  was  there  any  leason  as- 
signed * 

A.  There  was  no  reason  whatevei  assigned. 

D6  you  recollect  what  the  conditions  were  upoft 
which  the  annuity  was  to  be  paid  5 

A,  No,  therewere.no  conditions  at  all,  Mr.  Adam* 
promised .  faithfully*  both  to  me  and  to  my  lawyer,  <to 
see  it  punctually  paid.    I  believe  you  are  going  to  call 
in  Mi.  Reid ;  it  is  quite  unnecessary,  lor  I  do  not  deny 
any  thing  Mr.  Reid  said  about  sending  me  wme. 

Mf.  Wilson,  Why,  if  the  lettera  now  produced  aie  the 
letteis  )0u  dehveied  to  Colonel  Waidle  foj?  the  puipose 
of  facilitating  some  negociations  which  relate  to  aimy" 
promotions,  do  you  deoctibe  one  of  them,  in  your  letter 
o*t  thfc  -28th  of  Januan,  as  referring  to  two  Deaneues  ? 

A.  In  my  opinion  it  did  not  leler  to  any  such  thing* 

[Mrs  Clatke's  lettei  to  Mr.  Donovan,  of  the  2Sth 
of  Janua'y,  vvas-tead  ]  . 

Those  are  the  letteis  he  took  away. 

Q,  Can  you  state  nearly  the  total  amount  of  the  dif7 
feient  sums  that  weie  paid  on  youi  account  by  the  Duke, 
of  York,  duiing  the  period  you  continued  under  his  pio- 
tection  ) 

A*  I  know  nothing  at  all  about  it,  what  he  paid. 

K  2  Mr* 
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Mr.  War  die.    Q.  Do  you  lecoll  ect  whether  your 
coachman  m  Gloucestei-place  was  on  boaid-wages  ? 

A.  He  lived  jn  the  hoube  till  he  manied,  and  then 
he  was  'oft  board-wages. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then 
m,oved  that  Mr.  Reid  should  be  called  m. 

Mi 8.  Clarke.  What  befoie  I  withdiaw1  whilst  I  re- 
main at  the  Bar  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The"  witness  may 
Imp  assured,  that  I  should  not  call  Mr  Reid  in,  as  I  pi  op- 
pose, if  it  was  not  absolutely  necessaiy. 

Mrs.  Clarke.  If  it  be  fan,  I  would  wish  to  take  the 
sense  of  this  Hon.  House  upon  the  question.  (A  laugh.) 

Loid  Folkstone  moved  that  the  witness  should 
withdiaw;  and  added,  that  though  it  was  lmppsbible 
foi  the  Committee  to  enteitam  the  pioposition,  or 
even  to  suffei  it  to  lemnin  upon  the  minutes,  yet  he 
put  it  to  the  Right  Hon,  Gentleman  whethei  he 
"would  peisist  m  his  intention  to  bung  Mr.  Reid  to 
the  Bar  whilst  the  other  witness  was  theje,  inasmuch 
as  she  had  admitted  that  his  statement  of  the  wine 
"was  coiiect. 

It  appeared,  after  some  shoi  t  defay,  that  Mr.  Reid 
was  not  in  attendance,  when  Mrs.  Claike  was  ouiei- 
tcl  to  withdiaw. 

GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Esq.  was  ex- 
amined m  his  place,  as  follows* 

Mr.  Huskisson.  Q.  Did  Mrs.  Claike  put  any  lett*  s 
into  your  hands,  a\owedly  tor  the  pui^ose  of  facili- 
tating the  negociation,  and  stating  that  to  be  the  object  ~ 

A*  She  put  them  into  my  hands,  and  said  she  wished 
I  would  get  them  signed  ioi  hei,  but  till  she  math* 
known  the  ci  renin  stance  la&tni°ht,  I  jeallj  did  not  know 
what  she  meant  by  the  teim  negociation. 

Q.  WhHt  answer  did  \on  make  to  this  proposal  > 

A  Really 
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A^  Really,  I  believe,  I  said  my  fuends  were  on  the 
wrong  side  of  the  House,  01  some  answer  of  that  de- 
aenptvon,  and  that  veiy  little  moie  passed;  and  I  took 
the  letteis  and  kept  them  evei  since. 

Q.  Then  if  you  stated,  that  yom  friends  were  on  the 
wiong  bide  of  the  House,  what  led  you  to  make  that 
statement,  not  understanding  what  she  meant  by  facili- 
tating the  negotiation  ? 

A. "Ceitamly,  when  I  heaid  her  note  read,  I  had  not 
the  most  distant  idea  of  what  she  meant,  nor  had  I  till 
I  heaid'hei  state  the  circumstance  last  night, 

Q.  Weie  the  letters  she  put  into  jour  hands  for  the 
puj  pose;of  facilitating  the  nesrociation,  the  three  letters 
von  have  delivered  in  this  evening,  or  the  letters  lefeired 
to  m  hei  letjtei  t&  Mr.  rDonovan  of  the  28th  of  January?* 
~  A.  1  believe  the^ette^s  lefened  to  in  her  lettei  of  the 
28th  of  Januai  v  weie  on  the  table  of  this  House  at  the 
tune  she  wiote  that  note,  or  ve*y  nearly  so,  I  had"  the 
letteis  she  lefeis  to  in  that  note  along  peuod  befoie  that* 
lettei  was  wntten  ,  I  had  the  letteis  respecting  the  Dean^ 
eiy  and  the*  Queen,  I  believe,  long  pnoi  to  my  having, 
those  I  hive  delivered  m  to-mght 

Q  Then  the  Committee  is  to  undei  stand,  that  the 
letters  lefeired  to  in  Mis.  Claike's  letter  to  Mi.  Dono- 
van of  the  28th  ol  Januai y,  as  having  been  put  into 
youi  hands  foi  the  puipose  of  facilitating  the  negociation^ 
were  not  the  letters  described  by  Mas.  Claike  m  her  let- 
tei to  M  r.  Donovan  ?  t 

A,  I  should  conceive  it  i  n possible,  for  I  had  bad  them 
a  long  period  befoie,  and  I  believe  they  weie  upon  the 
table  of  this  House  at  the  time  she  wrote  that  lettei .  \ 

Q.  Were  }Ou  awaie  tliat  one  of  thxne  letteis  win  civ 
j ou .delivered  in  this  evening  was  m  the  hand-wutmg  of 
Mi.  Donovan  ?  ~  , 

A.  I  certainly  was  not,  I  hardly  ever  looked  at  them 
till  to-day;  I  peiceived  that  que  was  a  copy*  but  I  nevev 
attended  to  it  at  all* 

[On  the  motion  of  Mi\  Lockhart,  tbe  following 
extract  fiom  Mrs  Claike's  evidence  was  Lead.], 

j 

Q*  "  Explain  to  the  Comawttee  in  what  manner 

Ji  3  <f  voir 
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w  you  conceive  those  letters  in  Mr.  Wardle's  hand** 
c<  were  to  facilitate  a  ne^oeiation  ? 

A*     He  told  me  .he  would  get  some  recommend- 
"  ations  fiom  some  Membeia  of  Paihament.' 

Q.  "  Mr.  Wardle  told  von  th-it  be  would  use 
those  letters  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  this  ne- 
<c  go<  lation,  by  getting  the  signatuie  of  some  Mem- 
"  bers  of  Parliament  ? 

A.  "Yes,  he  did  ;  and  he  has  made  a  diffeient 
<c  use  of  them  ;  I  dare  say  he  nevei  tued." 
Mr.  Lockkart.    Q.  Is  that  statement  which  has  just 
been  read  true ? 

A.  I  have  before  stated,  that  when  Mis.  Claike  gave 
ine  these  letters,  I  said,  that  my  friends  weie  on  the  A 
wiong  sidex  of  the  House,  or  something  of  that  kind  , 
and  I  really  do  not  recollect  that  any  thing  further  pass- 
ed upon  the  subject.  / 

Q.  Did  jou  make  the  piomise  which  Mrs.  Clarke  has 
Stated  you  made  * 

A.  I  certainly  did  make  no  diiect  promise,  I  gave  her 
that  sort  of  answer,  winch  I  have  a  dozen  times  repeated 
to  this  Committee. 

Q.  Did  yovi  make  any  promise  whatevei,  dnect  or  in- 
direct * 

A.  I  have  answered  that  question  frequently,  I  ne\er 
Snd  moie  to  her  upon  the  subject  than  I  have  stated  to 
the  House. 

Q.  Is  Mis.  Claike's  statement  true  or  false ? 

A.  Ileal ly,  alter  I  have  most  positively  stated  all  that 
pasted  upon  the  subject,  I  should  think  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  is  as  equal  to  thaw  the  conclusion  as  1  am 
myself,  it  depends  so  much  upon  the  impression  at  the 
moment,  and  iny^nctions  at  the  time.  I  was  anxious  to 
get  the  Jetteis,  that  I  made  any  direct  or  positive  pto- 
uiise  I  am  not  at  all  aware,  by  mv  taking  the  letters 
away,  she  might  draw  that  conclusion,  but  I  have  nofc 
the  least  recollection  of  such  apiomise  having  been  made 
fev  me. 

Q.  Can  you  positively  state  to  the  House  that  you  did 
»ot  give  Mrs.  Claike  reason  to  believe  when  you  left  her, 
that  jou  would  carry  ynto  effect  her  wishes  as  far  as  was 
in  yew  po#er? 

A*  I  have 
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A  I  havelbefoie  stated,  th&t  I  do  not  recollect  making 
het  any  promise  whatever. 

Q.  Did  y#u,  dnectty  or  mdnwtlv,  pfomise  Mrs. 
Chuke  that  you  would  complv  with  bei  leqne&t'* 

A*  Whether  01  not  my  taking  awav  the  letter,  and 
making  her  Vtfie  answei  I  ha\e  befoie  repeated,  might 
indirectly  lead  her  to  suppose.  I  wauid  do  it,  is  more 
than  I  can  say. 

The  following  ^ue&tioo  was  put  by  another  mem- 
bet  of  ttie  Committee  « 

^J.  I  wlfah  to  put  a  question  to  the  honourable  Mero* 
bei  Ui  such  a  shape  as  will  enable  him  to  <j;ive  a  direct 
answei.    Tb  the  statement  of  Mrs  Clarke  true  or  false  * 

A*  After  having  mo-t  positively  stated  all  I  know  of 
what  passed  on  the  oecaoion,  J  think  the  honourable 
Member  may  diaw  the  conclusion  himself* 

I  desiie  the  question  may  be  repeated. 

Upon  this  Mr.  B  Batfiurst  begged  to  obseive^ 
that  when  one  of  th^n  own  Member  was  called  013 
to  give  evidence  in  his  place,  he  stood  in  the  same  j 
situation  as  any  othei  witness.  JNo  witness  m  a 
couit  of  justice  would  v^ntuie  to  make  his  state- 
ment, and  then  tell  the  judge  and  thejuiy  to  diaw 
then  owq,  conclusions,  in  a  sjmilai  case.  He 
theiefore  was  of  opinion  that  the  honourable  Mem- 
bei  was  bound  to  answei  the  question. 

Mi. -Martin  contended,  that  the  question  wa$ 
meiely  a  tepetion  of  a  question  that  had  been  seve- 
ral times  answei ed.  Did  the  honomable  mcmbejr 
mean  to-jft^k  whether  the  general  statement  of  Mis* 
Claike  was  false?  The  light  hpnouiahle  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  appealed  to  him  to 
have  fallen  into  a  rmsappichension  lespecting  the 
piactice  as  to  evidence  in  courts  of  justice;  foi  un- 
questionably it  would  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  a 
lepetmgn.  of  a  question  jm  atfycourtof  justice,  to 
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*ay  that  the  question  had  been  aheady  answeiecFby 
the  witness. 

Mr.  Rathu n st  denied  that  the  question  of  tiie 
honouiahie  meinber  had  yet  been  answeied. 

Mr,  Wh [tbre^d  a-gieed  with  the  nghl  honoui- 
able  Gentleman,  that  the  question,  "jjHhethei  the 
statement  of  Mrs  Olaifce  be  tine  01  false,"  had  not; 
yet  been  answeied  .  but  the  question  had  been  put 
m  a  shape  which  appealed  to  be  piessiijg  haid  upon 
a  Membei  ot  that  House.  (No  r no  !  ng  f)  His  ho- 
nomable  Fuend  had  e^tcn  deelaied  what  he  had 
said  to  be,  that  his  friends  sat  upon  tfye  vuoiw?  side 
of  the  House  It  was  possible  ;that  Mis  Claikc* 
might  undeistand  the  words  of  his  .fuend  to -imply 
the  piomi'Se  she<  stated.  She  a-ad  his  honourable 
Fnend  might  have4  a  diffeient  undeistandmg  of  the 
convtisajtion  that  passed  on  the  occasion.  But 
though  he  admitted  that  the  question,  "  true  o\ 
false/'  had  not  been  ansueied  in  a  dnect  shape  by 
his  honouiahie  Friend/  he  contended  that  it  had 
been  repeatedly  answeied  m  substance. 

Mi  Warjdle  had  no  hesitation*  to  an^wei  the 
hoaouiable  Membei's  que^ion  if  he  had  knowrr 
how.  He  was  certainly  anxious  to  get  the  letceis> 
and  had  aheady  stated  all  that  passed,  but  it  is 
impossible  for  hirn  to  say  what  may  ha\^  been  the 
impression  upon  the  mind  of  Mis.  Claike. 

The  Attorney-General  obseived,  that  theie 
could  be  no  doubt  of  the  piopuety  of  the  question. 
Mis,  Claike  had  stated  that  the  honoui able  Mem- 
bei had  made  her  a  piomise,  and  the  honourable 
member  denied  that  he  had  made  any 'direct  pio- 
mise.  The  next  question,  theiefore,  to<  ask  was, 
whether  the  honoui  able  Member  had  made  to  her 
any  dnect  01  indirect  piomise,  and  surety  tbeie  could 
be  no  offence  in  that. 

Mr.  Wardle  again  stated,  that  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  answer  th&l  question,   He  nevei  h&d<m^de 

Mis. 
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Mrs.  Clarke  any  positive  piomise,  and  had  already 
iu  formed  the  House  of  all  that  he  had  said  upon  the 
occasion, 

The  Member  who  put  the  question,  declated  that 
he  had  put  it  in  that  paiticular  form  from  a  feeling 
towards  the  honouiable  GenUeman.  (A  hud  laugh.) 
Dnung  the  examination  this  night,  and  last  night, 
he  had  obseived  that  questions,  had  been  put  in  an 
indefinite  foim,  to  which  answers  had  been  given 
that  did  not  piove  satisfactoiy  to  any  body.  To 
avoid  all  ambiguity,  theiefoie,  he  had  put  the  qucsi- 
tion  in  a  direct  shape,  in  order  to  affoid  the  ho- 
nouiable Mem  bei  an  oppoitunity  of  giving  anon* 
swer,  It  was  the  honouiable  Member  who  had  the 
conveisation  with  Mis.  Claike,  and  it  was  he,  *Leie- 
fore,  that  was  competent  ta  chaw  the  conclusion^ 
not  those  who  weie  not  paities  to  that  conveisatioa. 
In  telling  the  Committee  that  they  could  draw  the 
conclusion,  the  honourable  Membei  admitted  that 
he  could  diaw  it  himself,  and  consequently  could 
answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Whitbread  thought  it  possible  that  a  pio- 
mise might  have  been  undeistood  wheie  there  had 
been  none  made.  He  appealed  foi  a  eonhimahon 
of  this  statement  to  all  those,  on  eithei  side  of  the 
House,  who  had  been  m  office,  to  whom  it  otcen 
happened  to  gi\ense  to  constiuctions  of  pi  onuses* 
wheie  only  kind  language  may  have  been  iibed  in 
reply  to  applications  foi  appointments. 

Mi.  Lock n ah r  lose  to  01  dei,  and  said  that  it 
was  veiy  lucgulai  foi  any  Gentleman,  when  anothei 
was  examined  as  a  witness,  to  give  an  sxplaaation  of 
the  evidence  to  be  given  b}  the  other. 

M  1 .  W  n  1 1  is  r  h  A  u  de  n  i e d  th  \t  he  vv  as,  gj  v i  n g  any 
&ueh  explanation  as  that  imputed  to  bum  by  the 
learned  Gentleman.  He  uas  contending  t?bat  ijt 
ttds  Ulvly       hoju)tua]  le  iue»\d  had  not  made  any 
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sineet  promise,  and  was  stating  a  case  to  illustrate 
his  ai  gum  en  t.  / 

Mu  Bar  ham  consideied  the  quesuon  as  highly 
objectionable.  Ibis  was  not  a  question  of  fact,  but 
of  construction.  'The  Committee  had  cautioned 
witnesses  to  answer  only  to  such  matteis  as  weie 
within  then  oWn  knowledge.  Yet  his  honourable 
Fnend  was  now  called  upon  to  state  riot  what  wa$> 
within  his  own  knowledge,  nor  his  own  opinion, 
but  the  opinion  of  another,  The  Member  (who  put 
ihe  question)  had  done  his  duty  in  putting  it,  and 
left  it  to  the  honouiable  Membei  to  answei  it  as.  he 
should  think  fit,  and  to  the  Committee  to  decide 
upon  the  sufficiency  oi  insufficiency  of  the  answer. 

Mr.  Waiiole  declared,  that  he  knew  not  how  to 
answei  the  question.  He  could  not  lecollect  that  he 
had  ever  positively  made  any  promise. 

Mr.  W.  Wynne  obseived,  that  it  was  impossible 
for  his  honourable  Friend  to  state  what  impression 
the  expressions  he  used  on  the  occasion  might  have 
made  upon  the  min<]  of  Mis  Clarke* 

The  question  was  then  read,  and  the  answer  of, 
the  honourable  Membei ;  when  the  honourable 
Membei  who  put  the  question  proposed  that  a  later 
statement  of  the  honouiable  Gentleman  "  that  he 
did  not  know  how  to  answei  it,"  should  be  added 
to  it. 

Mr.  Martin*  thongiu  the  answei  as  full  as  it 
coukl  be^  but  oeitamly  could  not  accede  to  the  pio- 
position  ol  the  learned  Membei,  that  i,ny  thing 
which  Uadniot  been  <stated  in  the  answei  should  be 
nisei  ted  an  it, 

Sn  Thqmas  Tuor,ton  asked  whethei  the  honour- 
able Mei/ibei  had  given  Mis  CLuke  leason  to  sup- 
pose that  he  would  comply  with  he,r  wished  And 
Ml*  B.ArHUHST  and  Ine  Ai  i ounp  y-Gen  fkau 
$>iessed  for  an  answer  whcihei  the  honomabie  (Jen~- 
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tlcman  had  directly  01  indirectly  given  any  piotmse, 
sucli  as  that  stated  by  Mrs  Claike 

Mr,  Warple  lephed,  that  whefehei  01  not  ins  an- 
swer, and  the  circumstance  of  his  having  taken, 
away  the*  letteis,  might  have  induectly  led  hei  to 
suppose  lie  would  comply,  was  moie  than  he  could 
say. 

Mi.  "Summer  called  tire  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  difficulty  in  which  the  shoit-hand 
vvuter  wasj>laced,  fiom  the  intermixtuie  of  evidence 
and 'discussion. 

The  Chairman 'had  observed  this  difficulty,  and 
would  be  happy  to  be  instructed  by  the  Column  tee 
how  <to  obviate  it. 

Mi.  Reid  was  again  called  foi,  but  was  not  n\ 
attendance 

Mi  'Beresi  ohd  lose  to  put  a  few  questions  to 
to  the  Jionoutabie  Membei  (Mi  Wardle)  -whilst  the 
Committee  was  at  a  stand  waiting  foi  th?  witness 

JLoid  Folkstone  lose  4.0  oidei.  Be  thought  the 
proceeding  which  hadju^t  taken  place,  of  the  most 
indecent  description  The  witness  who  was  under 
examination  had  been  ordeied  to  vuthdiaw  at  his 
instance,  because  he  thought  it  would  not  be  pio- 
pei  to  call  in  the  other  witness  while  she  was  still  at 
the  Bar.  That  suggestion  had,  howevei,  being  o\ei- 
ruled,  and  Mr.  Reid  was  called  ioi ,  but  when  it  was 
found  that  he  was  notm  attendance,  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  lesoited  to  a  kind  of  inteilude,  in  a 
course  of  indecent  examination  of  his  honourable 
Friend,  in  oidei  to  eke  out  the  time  till  their  wit- 
nesses should  an  ive.  He,  must  add,  that  it  was  nr> 
impioper  repiesentation  of  the  Whole  to  call  it  a 
highly  indecent,  impioper,  and  indecorous  pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr.  Beresforp  replied,  that  the  representation 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  of  his  conduct,  was  neither 
a  faithful,  justj  nor  a  true  representation.    He  had 
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froi  communicated  with  any  body  about  bun  as  to 
the  questions  he  had  lo  put,  and  had  acted  solely 
upon  a  seiibe  of  his  duty,  thinking  the  tune  he  lose 
the  most  convenient  to  put  his  questions4o  the,  ho- 
nourable Membei.  Unless  the  Committee  should 
stop  hiui,  he  should,  if  not  then,  at  least  befoie  he 
lett  the  House,  put  those  questions  to  the  laonour,- 
able  Membei. 

'  Lord  Folkstone  disclaimed  any  idea  of  accusing 
the  honouiable  Membei  of  having  communicated 
with  otheis*  It  was  the  whole  tenoi  of  the  exami- 
nation that  iie  complained  of. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  begged  to 
ofFei  an  obseivatiou  on  the  censuie  which  the  noble 
Loid  had  thought  piopei  to  ca^t  upon  some  peisons* 
whom  he  chose  to  consider  as  a  coipoiate  body,  in 
bestowing  that  censure  foi  the  course  that  the  ex- 
amination had  taken.  The  object  he  had  himself  in. 
view  in  calling  in  Mi.  Reid  was,  that,  as  Mi.  Reid 
had  given  evidence  as  to  the  female  who  passed  at 
hia  hotel  as  Mis.  Dowlei,  ami  it  was  impossible  he 
could  state  her  to  have  been  the  witness  at  the  Bai, 
he  might,  by  appearing  with  hei  at  the  Bai,  be 
enabled  to  asceitain  that  fact.  Upon  inquiry,  how- 
ever, it  was  found  that  Mi.  Reid  was  not  in  atten- 
dance, and  whilst  the  Committee  had  to  wait  foi 
his  appeal ance,  be  was  himself  piepaied  to  make 
that  statement,  to  which  he  pioposed  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  aftei  the  case  was  closed 
on  the  othei  side.  Mr.  Reid  had  been  sent  foi,  but 
in  the  mean  time  several  Membeis  thought  piopei 
to  put  questions  to  the  honourable  Gentleman,  out 
of  which  had  ansen  that  debate  which  inclined  the 
censuie  of  the  noble  Lou),  and  in  which  he  had 
hiniielf  taken'no  part.  He  could  assuie  the  Com- 
mittee, that  no  individual  had  communicated  with 
ban  on  the  subject  of  the  questions  that  they  had 
put,  and  ^vhidh  called  down  the  aaimadversjou 
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winch  begat)  wiih  him  singly,  and  was  afterwards 
extended  to  others.  As  Mi.  Reid  was  not  yet 
come,  if  the  Committee  would  permit  him  and  the 
othei  Gentlemen  upon  whom  the  Noble  Lord's  cen- 
sure had  fallen,  and  would  consent  to  let  the  mattei 
rest  heie,  \xe  was  prepaied  to  state  a  fact  which  had 
been  ten  or  twelve  days  m  his  knowledge,  and  which 
had  been  communicated  to  seveial  Gentlemen  up- 
on both  sides  of  the  House.  He  had  reseivcd  the 
communication  of  this  fact  till  the  case  had  been 
closed,  and  if  the  Committee  should  be  of  opinion 
that  the  circumstance  ought  to  have  been  communi- 
cated eaihei,  the  fault  was  entirely  with  him.  His 
It  oval  Hmhness  had  wished  him  to  make  the  state- 
meat  eaihei  to  the  Committee,  and  consequently  he 
alone  was  culpable  if  it  had  been  impiopeily  vmh* 
held  The  fact  he  had  to  state  was,  the  suppicssion 
of  testimony  as  to  one  of  the  chaiges  which  had  been 
biouqht  bcfoie  the  Committee,  namely,  that  w  ith  le- 
spect  to  Major  Tonyn's  case,  ft  appealed  by  the 
Minutes,  t'h  it  a  sum  of  money  had  been  lodged  by 
Captain  Ton\  n  to  be  paid  to  Mis  Claike,  and  Mi. 
Donovan  in  tne  event  of  his  piomotion  taking  place. 
It  appealed,  also,  thataftei  some  tame,  Captain  Ton \  n 
became  impatient,  and  demanded  his'secunty  back  u\ 
May  or  June  (Here  the  ilight  lion  Gentleman  ic- 
frned  to  the  pait*  o\  the  Minutes  of  the  evidence  of 
Mt $  Claike  and  Captain  Sahdon  lelative  to  that  pait 
or  the  transaction)  rl1he  impoi  tant  suppiession  t> 
vvbifh  he  Wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Cora- 
mutee  was  in  the  ewdence  of  Captain  Sandon. 
but  heroic  he  mentioned  the  tncti instance,  he  should 
state  to  the1  Committee  the1  manner  m  which  he  i c- 
ceived  the  infoimation.  On  batmday  se'nnight  a 
letted h<\d  been  delivered  to  him  by  Colouel  ILu 
nnUbn/tiotii  his  learned  Fuend  opposite  (Mr  Adam) 
acquainting  litrri  that  Colonel  Hamilton  had  an  nn^ 
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Hamilton  a  few  minutes  aftei  he  waited  on  him.  and 
learned  from  him,  what  he  collected  from  Captain 
Saudon,  since  hib  amval  jn  England  from  abioad. 
Colonel  Hamilton  was 'an  ofhcei  m  the  Waggon 
Tiam,  to  which  Captain  Sanclon  also  belonged  On 
hts  arrival  in  England,  Colonel  Hamilton  learned 
the  state  of  things  with  respect  to  the  chaiges 
brought  fen*  aid  in  that,  and,  amongst  otheis,  that 
respecting  Majoi  Tonyn's  case.    Colonel  Hamilton 
then  sent  foi  Captain  Sandon,  who  stated  to  him  all 
he  kx\e\v  of  the  tiansaction,  being  all  be  had  stated 
at  the  Bar  of  the  House  afteiwaids,  *with  the  excep- 
tion of  what  he  had  suppiessed.     (Japt.  Sandon 
said,  that  when  Major  Tonyn  became  impatient,  he 
"went  to  state  the  citcumstance  to  Mis.  Claike,  who 
sent  him  back  to  Major  Tonyn  to  inform  him  that 
she  had  leceived  a  note  from  the  Duke  of  Yoik  le- 
spectmg  his  case,  which  note  was  shewn  to  Major 
Tonyn  by  Capt.  Sandon.    The  note  was,  "  I  le- 
cened  yom  note,  and  Tonyn's  case  shall  remain  as 
it  is."    This  note  was  intended  to  shew  that  the  per- 
son to  whom  it  was  wntten  had  influence,  and  in 
consequence  Majoi  Tonvn  consented  to  let  his  se- 
curity lemam.    When  Majoi  Tonyn  was  gazetted/ 
Capt.  Sandon  was  duected  to  shew  him  another 
note,  put poi ting  to  have  been  wntten  by  the  Duke 
of  Yoik,>and  stating,  "Tonyn  will  be  this  night  ga- 
zetted "    The  foimei  note  Captain  Sandon  shewed 
to  Colonel  Hamilton,  and  sad,  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  the  best  couise  to  destioy  it.  Colonel 
Hamilton  on  the  contiary,  stiongly  dissuaded  him 
fiom  destiojmg  so  matenal  a  part  of  the  evidence. 
The  othei  note  had  been  given  to  Major  Tonjn  by 
Captain  Sandon,  but  was  not  aftei  vvaids  given  back. 
Colonel  Hamilton  mentioned  the  matter  to  his 
Learned  Fnend,  <ind,  by  his  advice,  went  to  Captain 
Sandon,  when  he  obtained  a  copy  of  the  riote3  and 
again  icpeated  his  injunction  to  the  Captain  not  td 
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destroy  the  note.    He  undei stood  that  Captain  San- 
don,  when  he  came  to  London,  pioposed  to  see  Mr 
Lowten,  Agent  foi  hrs  Royal  Highness,  and  also  to 
wait  on  Mrs  Claike,  in  oidei  to  his  being  examined 
by  each.    His  Learned  Fu^nd  had  sent  Col.  Ha- 
milton to  him,  and  followed  soon  aftei  him&elf.  It 
appealed  to  hun,      he  tui&ted  it  would  to  the  Com- 
mittee, that  his  Learned  Fueud  and  himself  should 
instruct  Col.  Hamilton  as  to  the  coinse  which  Capt, 
Sandoi\  should  pin  sue.    They  leeommended  that  he 
bfaould  not  submit  to  be  examined  either  by  IvJu 
Lowt^a  01  Mrs  Claike,  but  keep  himself  cleai  of 
all  interference  on  eithei  side,  until  he  should  come 
to  the  Bar,  but  above  all  things  not  to  destroy  the 
papeu    These  weie  the  mstiuctions  which  had  been 
given  to  Colonel  Hamilton.    It  would  tilso  stuke 
the  Committee;  that  this  communication  ought  to 
have  been  made  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Com- 
mands in  Chief.''  But  whate\ei  might  be  the  le- 
sult  of  the  investigation  then  pending,  neithei  he, 
nor  his  learned  Fuend,  as  membeis  ot  paihamenfc, 
could,  consistently  with  a  sense  of  duty,  make  them,/ 
selves  the  depositaiies  of  this  seciet. — As  it  had 
bqen  communicated  to  them,  they  felt  they  were 
bound  to  make  it  public     The  communication  of 
the  encumstance  had  been  made  to  the  CommandeV 
m  Chief  late  on  Satin  day.    Hib  Roj^al  Highness 
uttcily  denied  all  knowledge  of  the  mattei,  and  de- 
claied  th*  note  to  be  a  foigery.    The  Commanded 
in  Chief  came  shditly  aftei  ro  his  house  with  his 
learned  Friend,  and  lestated  wrth  the  stiongest  con* 
vietion  u,pon  the  best  effoits  of  his  mcmoiy,  that  he 
had  uo  knowledge  of  the  mattei,  and  that  he  wished 
it,  to  be  sifted  to  the  bottom,    As  to  the  fact  of  the 
note  relating  to  the  appeaiance  of  Majoi  Tonyn^ 
name  in  the  Gazette,  his  Royal  Highness  could  not 
be  so  positive.    He  could  not  state  that. he,  might 
liol^  have  written  such  a  note  in  answei  to  a  note 
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which  might  have  been  addressed  to  him  ,  lie  coukl 
not  call  the  circumstance  to  mind.  The  othei  note, 
however,  his  Royal  Highness  most  positively  denied 
having  written.  His  leaned  Firend  had  stated 
what  passed  between  Colonel  Hamilton  and  Captain 
Sandon,  who  acted  as  it  was  wished  he  should  He 
told  Colonel  Hamilton  that  he  would  come  heic, 
and,  as  he  did,  tell  the  tiuth,  but  that  he  had  de- 
stioved  the  note  When  they  round  that  the  note 
had  been  destioyed,  they  ceased  to  have  any  com- 
imuneation  with  Captain  Sandon,  and  lei t  him  to 
come  to  the  Bai,  and  state  what  case  he  shooid 
think  piopei  He  had  come  to  the  Bai,  but  had 
suppressed  this  impoitant  featuie  m  his  evidence, 
which,  whethei  the  note  were  a  foigeiy  01  nct^ 
ouuht  to  be  communicated  to  the  Committee,  m 
01  dei  that,  it  a  foigeiy,  the  authois  might  be  de- 
tected and  punished,  and5  if  not,  tint  it  might  have 
itb  due  weight  m  the  pending  investigation.  He 
had  thought  it  his  duty  to  make  this  communica- 
tion to  the  Committee,  and  \[  theie  was  any  im- 
propriety jn  having  delayed  lttdl  this  penod,  the  fault 
N.as  hi^,  though  he  had  leason  to  suppose  it  ought 
to  have  been  brought  out  in  the  examination  of  evi- 
dence at  an  eaihei  pciiod  of  the  inquny. 

Mi  ADAM  obbeived,  that  the  Right  Hon  'Gen- 
tleman who  just  sat  down,  had  stated  this  most  mi;  or- 
taut  encumstance  with  so  much  coirectness,  eleai- 
ness,  and  accmacy,  that  httle  more  lemamed  roi 
him  than  to  couoboiate  Ins  swuement.  The  Hon, 
Membu  then  bnefiy  recapitulated  the  seveial  facts 
mentioned  by  the  foimei  <tpe«kei,  and  stated,  that 
in  his  mteiview  with  the  Commandei  m  Chief,  his 
Royal  Highness  distinctly  and  cleaily  disavowed 
eyei  having  wntten  such  a  note.  On  the  day  sub- 
sequent to  the  lnteiview,  Colonel  Hamilton  men- 
tioned to  him  the  deduction  of  the  note.  If  was 
ihea  agieed  between  him  and  the  Right  Hon.  Gen~" 
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tion  of  the  eiieumstavnces  to  ceitam  Gentkmcn  at 
each  side  of  the  House.  The  Right  Hon.  Gentle- 
man had  done  so  to  his  side,  alid  he  to  a  Noble 
Lord*,  an  Hon*  Member  near  himf,  and  another. 

Captain  HUXLEY  SAN  DON  was  called  in, 
and" examined  by  the  Committee,  as%  follows: 

The  Chancellor  of  (he  Exchequer.    Q*  You  were  ex- 
amined the  othei  day  on  the  subject  of  Major  Tonya's 
promotion ;  did  you  on  that  occasion  slate  all  the  parti- 
Calais  you  recollected  together  of  that  transaction? 

A*  To  the  best  of  my  lecolleetion  I  did. 

Q.  You  did  not  keep  back  any  important  fact? 

A*  No,  not  that  I  lecollect. 

Q.  You  stated  that  Majoi  Toiryn  wab  dissatisfied  with 
the  delay;  that  you  obseiVed  to  him,  that  he  had  better 
wait  a  few  days,  for  that  }ou  thought  m  all  probability 
he  would  be  Gazetted;  and,  aftei  arguing  the  point  for  a 
little  lime,  he  said,  for  t^o  or  three  Gazettes  it  does  not 
signify;  let  the  businebs  go  on,  and  if  i  tmd  I  am  Ga- 
zetted in  a  week  or  ten  days,  the  business  shall  be  a£ it, 
originally  was>  1  » 

A*  1  believe  that  was  what  I  mentioned. 

Q.  And  that  was  what  then  passed  ? 

A.  That  is  what  I  can  bruise  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  That  is  all  that  you  can  bring  to  your  iecol lection  ? 

A,  Yes. 

Did  it  pass-in  those  wouls  ? 

A*  As  neaily  as  I  can  lecollect. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  of  the  arguments  you  used' 
to  p.eisuade  Major  Tonjn  to  think  that  this  friend  of 
youi's  had  an  opportunity  of  influencing  the  Duke  * 

A.  Not  particularly;  I  told  him  I  thought  he  had  bet- 
ter wait  two  or  three  Gazettes,  and  mobt.  probably  he 
would  be  Gazettted;  indeed  I  had  reason  to  suppobe 
that  it  would :  that  was  aij  that  I  can  i  ecollect. 

0.  Did  you  inform  Mrs.  Clarke  of  Mr.  Tanya's  in- 
clination to^withdiaw  his  money? 


*  Lord  H.  Peity. 


L  3 


f  Mr.  Whifttfea^; 


Am  Yes>, 


(    114  ) 

A,  Ye*?,  I  did;  I  waited  upon  Mis.  Clarke,  which  1  " 
related  before,  and  told  her  he  was  dissatisfied  at  the 
delay,  and  desired  he  rrii^ht  have  his  memorandum 
again,  whrch  was  foi  the  five  hundred  guineas. 

Q.  Do  you  lecollect  what  passed  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
upon  that  ? 

A*  Mis.  Clarke  said  he  was  a  shabby  fellow,  but  she 
wanted  money,  and  begged  that  I  would  dc&ire  him  to 
stop  for  a  few  da^s,  and  most  ptobably  he  would  be 
Gazetted. 

Q.  That  is  all  that  you  can  recollect  that  she  desired  > 

A*  That  is  all  that  I  can  recollect  she  desired  > 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  of  this  * 

A*  To  the  best  of  my  lecollection. 

Q.  Recollect  yourself  thoioughly  that  you  may  not 
betaken  by  surprize ;  wdl  you  now  continue  to  state, 
that,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  this  was  all  that 
passed  ? 

A*  I  think  it  is  all  that  passed,  that  is  my  opinion. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  whether  there  was  any  paper 
shown  to  Major  Tonyn  m  the  course  of  that  conversation  ? 

A*  A  paper  how  do  you  mean ? 

Q.  Was  theie  any  paper  shewn  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Claike  gave  me  a  note  that  I  should  shew  to 
him. 

Q.  Then  >ou  did  not  s+ate  all  that  passed  ? 

A.  I  took  her  note,  to  say  that  he  had  better  wait. 

Q.  A  note  fiom  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A,  Not  immediately  a  note  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  him; 
she  said,  Shew  him  this  note,  that  he  had  better  wait. 
He  doubted  that ;  he  doubted  that  I  had  any  body  that 
X  cou!d  apply  to,  he  doubted  iny  ability' to  get  the  situa- 
tion. -  -  ^ 

Q.  Then  you  did  use  some  other  arguments  than 
those  you  stated  in  your  evidence  by  the  production  of 
this  note  ?  '  • 

A*  I  merely  said  T  thought  this  was  the  business.  I 
did  not  irrention  who  it'tfds  that  was  the  interest;  I 
said  I  had  a  paper  which  would  shew  that  piobably  *he* 
had  better  wa.it;  merely  16* say,  that  he  had  better  wait. 

Q.  "What  was  the  note  t0^ay;that  Major  Tonjn  had 
better  waWt  * 

J.  That 
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A,  That  I  <raimot  recollect,  I  cannot  charge  my  me- 
nioiy  what  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  fiom  whom  the  note  was? 

A.  From  Mis.  Claike. 

Q.  A  note  from  Mr.  Claike  to  youiself  > 

A.  Yes,  meiely  to  say  that  it  he  would  wait  a  little 
time  he  would  ha\e  it. 

Q,  The  note  you  shewed  was  a  note  from  Mrs.  Clatke 
to  youiself,  to  prevail  upon  Major  Tonyn  to  think  he 
had  bettei  wait ?  1 

A.  Whe*hei  the  note  was  addiessed  to  me  or  to  any 
othei  person  I  can  lot  bay ;  but  it  w«i«.  said,  you  had  bet- 
ter take  tliib  note  and  shew  to  him,  and  let  him  bee,  that 
if  he  will  wait,  the  thing  will  be  earned  through. 

Q.  Your  lecollection i«>,  that  U  was  to  the  effect  of  ad- 
vising Maj-or  Toimi  to  watt  a  little  while ? 

A.  To  wait  with  patience  for  a  few  Gazette  days* 

Q.  That  is  the  substance  of  it? 

/i.  That  was  the  substauce  of  it,  as  well  as  I  remem- 
ber. 

Q.  Did  yon  see  Mrs.  Clarke  write  the  note  when  you 
called  upon  hei  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  You  are  not  sure  that  ^ou  did  not^ 

A.  I  am  neither  sure  that  I  did,  nor  that  I  did  not, 
she  was  verv  impatient  about  the  money. 

Q.  You  ha\  e  no  recollection  whether  you  saw  her  write 
the  note  or  not' — A.  No. 

Q,  You  are  quite  suie  \ox\  received  a  note  from  her?* 

A.  \es,  Lam  quit*1  sure  I  received  a  note  fiom  l4er.^ 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mrs.  Claike  more  than  once,  to  com- 
municate to  her  the  doubts  of  JVlajor  Tonyn  ?-  \ 

A.  I  cannot  lecolleet,  I  cannot  call  to  my  memory 
whether'!  did  see  ber-agam. 

Q.  There  was  not  moie.than  one  note* 

A>  No,  I  liad  only  that  piece  of  paper  which  I  men- 
tioned * 

A.  Do  you  recollect  what  you  did  wjth  the  note;  <iitl 
>ou  give  it  to  Major  Tonyn? 

A.  That  I,cte  not  recollect,  whether 4  gave  it  to  Majojr 
Tonyn,  or  w-hai  jbecy&je  oi  %he  #ote* 

Q.  You  really  do' not  recollect? — A.  No,  1  do-fef&w  t 

Q.  Though 
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Q.  Though  you  are  not  quite  sure  whether  you  saw 
Mrs.  Chirke  write  the  uoie  or  not,  aie  you  ceitam  whe- 
ther it  was  Mrs.  Ciatke's  hand-writing? 

A*  I  cannot  pietend  to  say,  I  lathet  think  it  was. 

Q.  Have  )ou  always  stated  this  pait  of  the  ease  in 
t<he  same  way  ^ 

A*  1  believe  I  ha\ey  I  think  I  ha\e. 

Q.  Did  you  nevei  tell  any  body  that  this  note  was  a, 
note  in  the  hand-wiiting  of  iiis  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  York  ? 

A  JNot  that  I  iccollect. 

Q.  Are  ^ou  sure  of  that? 

A,  I  am  very  coahdent  of  it. 

Q,  When  did  you  firt>t  heai  of  these  chaiges  against 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik 

A*  I  landed  at  Plymouth,  I  think,  on  the  24th  of  the 
month,  and  in  coining  fiom  Plymouth  to  Portsmouth,, 
by  accident  I  took  up  the  Tiaveljer,  and  theie  1  read 
these  charges* 

Q.  Do  you  know  Colonel  Hamilton  > 

A.  Perfectly  well;  I  have  the  honour  ot  being  m  the 
regiment  with  him. 

Q*  Did  }ou  lepiesent  to  Colonel  Hamilton  this  part 
of  the  stoiy  m  the  way  you  have  icpresented  it  now  ^ 

A,  I  ceitainly  a^ked  Colonel  Hamilton's?  advice  how  I, 
should  act  upon  the  business,  being  the  Colo  icl  of  the 
regiment  I  belonged  to,  and  I  \  elated  chiefly  what  I  knew 
ot  the  business* 

Q.  Whrtt  3  ou~have  stated  now  ? — A,  Yes. 

Q.  Recollect  yourself ;  did  you  not  state  to  Colonel 
Hamilton  that  the  note  which  you  shewed  to  Major  To- 
il yn  was  in  the  band-wnting  of  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A,  I  do  not  lecoMect  that  I  did. 

Q.  Could  you  have  done  so  ? 

A*  I  should  imagines hqU  » 

Q.  Are  you  suie  you  did  pot  shew  him  the  note. 
A*  If  I  had,  1  certainly  should  not  have  forgotten  it, 
Q.  That  is  not  quite  an  answer  to  the  question  ? 
A.  I  had  not  the  note  to  shew. 

Q.  Did  you  not  either  give  or  permit  Colonel  Hamil- 
ton to  take  a  copy  of  this  very  note  that  we  are  talking  of? 
A,*  Not  tl)at  I  know  of. 

Q,  You 
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Q,  You  surely  must  know  that  facfy  whether  you1  ^he 
him  a  copy,  01  gcWe  hnri'*an  opportunity  of  taking  a  copy 
of  this  note  ? 

A*  I  really  cannot  bring  it  to  my  recollections 

Q*  If  you  had  not  the  note  in  your  possession,  you 
surely  would  be  able  to  bring"  to  your  recollection  whe- 
ther 3 ou  ga\e  him  an  opportunity  of  cop\m§  it  ? 

A.  I  lather  think  theie  was  something  of  a  note-? 

Q-  When  was  it  that  \ou  nosy  begm  to  recollect  thgre 
was  something  of  a  note  ? 

A.  It  must  be  when  Colonel  Hamilton  look  the  note, 
or  saw  the  note, 

Q,  Then  he  did  take  the  note  ? 

A*  He  must  have  seen  the  note  of  course,  if  he  took 
a  copy  of  it, 

Q.  You  told  me  you  thought  he  did  not  take  a  copy 
of  it  > 

'A.  I  cannot  pretend  to  say  whether  he  took  a  copy  of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  mean-  to  say  that  there  was  or  was  not  a 
note  referable  upon  this  subject,  which  you' shewed  to 
Colonel  Hamilton  ? 

A*  Yes,  I  think  theve<  was  a  note. 

Q.  Was  it  the  same  note  you  shewed  to  Major  To* 
nyn  ? 

A.  That  I  do  not  lecolleet;  L  rather  suppose  it  must 
have  been  the  note  that  I  did  shew  to  Major  Ton}  n.  ; 
Q.  Did  you  tell  Colonel  Hamilton  that  it  was  the  same 

note? 

A.  I  do  not  lecolleet  that  encu instance  at  all,  whether 
I  did  tell  Colonel  Hamilton  it  was  the  same  note. 

Q.  Your  rneirory,  at  the  tiist  time  a  question  is  put 
to  jou,  is  not  always  so  perfect  as  it  is  afterwards  ;  do 
\ou  recollect  whether  you  did  represent  it  to  Colonel 
Hamilton  as  the  same  note  you  had  shewn  to  Major  To- 
ny n  *-r+A*  I  shewed  Colonel  Hamilton  the  note. 
>  Q.  You  now  lecoUcct  that  theie  was  a  note,  and,  that 
you  shewed  it  to  Colonel  Hamilton  ? 

A.  Yes,  perfectly* 

Q.  What  is  become  of  that  note** 
.  A.  I  believe  the  note  i&  smslaid* 

Q,  When  did  you  see  it  Idbt? 
»  A*  I  saw  it  about  s*x  days  ago,  1  think* 

Q.  A  note  that  }0u  did  not, recollect  to  hav^e  been  soat 

existence 
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PV.steoce~  wheri  you  bej*an  your  examination,  you  flow* 
recollect  to  have  been  m  existence  six  days  ago. 
A.  Yts. 

Q.  Ha\e  you  looked  for  it  lately      Al  YtX 
Q.  When 11 — /i.  Yesieiday,  and  the  day  beicie. 
Q.  This  note,  which  you  did  not  recollect  to  have  been 
in  existence  * 

^«  Itislrae;  could  I  have  found  it*  1  should  have 
brought  it. 

Q.  1  think  }ou  were  examined  just      days  ago  ? 
it      ;  I  really  do  not  recalled  the  day* 
Did  you  see  that  note  the  day  of  your  last  exami- 
nation ? 

A.  It  might  be  a  day  after  or  the  earae  'l&y,  but  I  can* 
not  recollect  which. 

Q.  You  have  done  all  you  could  witljin  these  few  days 
fo  Find  it?—- A*  I  certainly  have. 

.  Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  you  have  not  actually  destroyed 
*t?-wl.  That  I  am  veiy  confident  I  ha-ve  not. 

Q.  Are  you  qui t£  sure  that  you  have  not  said  you  had 
destroyed  it? 

A.  No,  never  did  I  say  that  I  had  destroyed  it,  to  any 
£ody% 

Q.  Did  3  ou  not  tell  Colonel  Hamilton  that  you  had 
^destroyed  it  >— A.  No* 

Q.  That  you  are  positive  of? 
A.  That»l  sxm  certain  of* 

Q.  Dvd  Colonel  Hamilton  ever  debire  wu  not  to  de- 
stroy  it  * 

Q,  Colonel  Hamilton  desired  me  to  speak  eveiy  thiug 
that  I  knew,  and  to  shew  every  thing  1  had. 

Q.  Did  he  not  expressly  desire  jou  to  copy  that  paper, 
and  not  to  destroy  it  <* 

A*  He  desned  me  not  to  destroy  any  paper  I  had. 

Q.  Old  he  not  expressly  desne  you  not  to  debtrey  that 
jpapei  ? — A»  Certainly. ' 

Q.  Did  he  not  do  that  more  than  once  ? 

Q.  I  am  sui  e  I  do  not  know ;  I  have  not  more  than  once 
conversed  with  rum. 

Q  You  had  convention*  with  him  at  Portsmouth,  had 
not  you  ? 

Q.  Yes,  but  he  did  not  know  that  I  had  this  paper, 
lor  I  hafdly  J&uew  At  myself. 

Q>  Did 
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-  <J.  Bid  not  you  tell  him  you  had  a  paper  which  you 
might  destroy  if  you  pleased? — A,  No. 

Q.  You  aie  quite  sure  of  that  ? — A.  Yes. 

And  that  he  did  not  advise  you  upon  that  occasion 
not  to  destroy  it  ? 

A.'  If  I  had  had  any  idea,  I  might  have  destiqyed  it 
without  telling  him  ;  I  told  him,  and  he  advised  me  not 
to  destroy  it, 

Q>  Where  was  this  ? — A.  At  Portsmouth. 

Q.  Had  iie  it  at  Portsmouth  ? 

A,  I  had  not  the  paper  with  me  at  Portsmouth,  I  tok! 
him  I  thought  theie  was  a  note  in  existence.  L 

Q.  Upon  that  occasion  he  did  advise  you  not  to  de- 
stroy it 11 

A.  He  did  advise  me  not  to^destroy  it ;  he  said,  do  npt 
you  destroy  a  single  thing. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  Colonel  Hamilton  took  a  copy  of 
this  paper  * 

A.  I  believe  it  was  the  day  after  he  came  to  town. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect -where  you  were  when  he  took  this 
copy  — A   It  was  at  the  Coffee  House. 

Q.  At  what  Coffee- House*  in  what  part  of  the  town  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  Southampton  Row. 

Q.  When  Colonel  Hamilton  took  this  copy,  did  he 
again  remark  to  you,  that  you  should  keep  this  paper,  and 
not  destroy  it  > — A,  He  desired  me  not  to  destroy  it. 

ft.  Did  he  at  no  second  time  desire  you  not  to  destroy 
the  paper  ? — A.  Ceitainly. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Hamilton  again  in  the  course 
of  the  same  day  ? — A.  I  rather  think  I  did* 

ft.  Wheie  did  you  see  him  > 

A.  I  saw  him  at  the  British  Coffee  house. 

ft.  What  did  Colonel  Hamilton  say  to  you  vv  hen  you 
saw  him  at  the  JButish  Coffee  House  ? 

A.  it  was  upon  regimental  business  I  met  him  then. 

ft.  There  was  no  reference  at  all  to,  this  subject  ? 

A.  Nothing  to  this,  I  do  not  recollect  a  word, 
-ft,.  Do  not  you  recollect  that  he  did  upon  that  occasion 
also  desire  you  not  to  destroy  the  note  ? 

AJItfo,  I  do  not  recollect  that. 

ft.  Did4 
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Did  he  not  give  you  some  advice  with  respect  to 
your  conduct  referrable  to  these  charg<  s  ? 

A.  The  same  advice  that  he  had  given  me  before. 

Q.  Which  was,  that  you  should  not  destroy  the  paper- ? 

A.  To  speak  all  I  knew,  and  not  destroy  the  paper  j 
but  this  was  in  th«  morning,  not  at  the  second  time  when 
I  saw  him  at  the  British  Coffee  House  ;  we  came  into  the 
street  together,  he  went  one  way  and  I  another, 

Q.  Then  nothing  passed  between  Colonel  Hamilton 
and  you  upon  the  subject  of  these  charges  at  the  Brstibh 
Coffee  House  ? — A.  I  do  n  >t  recollect  that  there  was. 

Q.  Do  not  you  recollect  Colonel  Hamilton  advising  you 
not  to  sutler  youiself  to  be  examined  upon  the  subject  be* 
fore  you  came  to  tha  bar  ot  the  H.m->e  } 

A.  I  believe  not  at  that  perod,  he  told  me,  when  I 
was  speaking  to  him  in  the  morning,  you  had  better  be 
quiet  upon  the  subject,  say  nothing  to  any  body  upon  the 
subject,  but  when  you  aie  called  speak  what  you  know, 
and  dovnot  destroy  the  paper. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect,  that  at  the  British  Coffee 
House,  Colonel  Hamilton  advised  jou  not  to  submit  to 
examination,  but  to  speak  the  tiuth  when  you  came  here 
and  above  all  things,  not  to  destroy  that  note  ? 
'  A.  Not  at  the  British  Coffee  House. 

4j  Did  he,  at  any  place  subsequent  to  your  meeting 
with  him  at  the  Coffee  House  in  Southampton  Row,  in 
the  course  of  that  day  ? 

A,  I  do  not  think  I  have  seen  him  more  than  three 
times  since  I  have  been  in  London,  and  he  has  been  with 
his  regiment  at  Ooydon. 

Q.  You  did  see  han  a  second  time  that  morning  > 

A.  At  the  British  Coffee  House. 

And  upon  the  occasion  ot  seeing  him  at  that  Coffee 
House,  or  your  going  fiom  that  Coffee  House,  did  he  not 
rej  eat  this  advice  ? — A.  *  1  do  not  recollect  that  he  did. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  stating  to  Colonel  Hamilton 
that  you  would  follow  his  advice,  but  that  he  would  be 
very  angry  with  you,  for  that  since  he  had  seen  you  last 
you  had  destioyed  that  paper  ? 

A.  Never  such  a  conversation  took  place  between  us, 

9.  Neither  at  that  time  or  any  othei  ? — A,  No. 

tt.  You 
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Q.  Youneyer  stated  to  Colonel  Hamilton  that  you  had 
destroyed  that  paper  > — A  No. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  Colonel  Hamilton  that  there  was  ano^ 
ther  paper  that  you  had  shewn  to  Major  Tonyn/  when  the 
promotion  was-  gazetted  ?  ' 

A.  I  had  net  another  lettei,  I  could  not  tell  hitai  that. 

Q.  It  does  not  folldw  that  because  you  had  not  it*  you 
could. not  tell  him  you'had  had  it  ^-—A .  Pnevkr  had  it."1  ' 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  you  had  had  it  ^A.  'No.  1 

<J.  You  did  not  tell  him  you  had  iiad  it,  and  given  \i  t«f 
Major  Tonyn  > — A.  No. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  this  paper  l#$ft  & 
,  A.  I  think  it  is  about  five  01  six  d  y:>ag<6. 

Q.  Where  \~r-A.  In  my  6\4 n'  ro6m>.  '  '> 

Q.  Have  you  seen  it  since  you  were  examined  !Ia*st  ?  • 
^  A.  No. 

Q.  Ate  you  sure  of  that  ? — A.  Sure  of  it.; 

You  stated,  just  now,  you  had  seen  it  either  th$ 
day  befoie  or  the  day  after  J 
A.  That  was  Ah e  time  1  saw  it. 
Q*  D.d  any  foody  dse  see  it  at  that  time 3 
A*  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Q<  Have  yau  .shewn  it  to  any  body-else  besides  Colonel 
Hamilton  sincetyouthave  been  in  town  >^A:  No. 
Q.  Wheic  didjyou  put  rt  -when  you sa«w  it  last 
A.  Among  some  other  papei  s  which  I  had  ui  my  bureau*, 
s      You  are  qultte  confident  yduhave  not  got  it  now?" 
A.  I  have  mislaid 4t  somewhere. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  it  about  with  you  in  yom  pocket  at 
any  time  1>—A.  Nevei,  * 

Was  it  with  you  when  you  wete  in  Spain  *—Ax  No. 

Q.  Hnwfcaraehtto  be  with  you  in  the  Coffee*  Horfse  in 
Southampton  Row1,  it  jroii  n^ver  cauled  it  about  with 
you  * — A.  To  shew  Colonel  Hamilton. 

Q.  Had  you  it  with  yom  when  you  were  at  the  British 
Coffee  House  ? — A.  No.  * 

Q.  Had  you  gone  home  between  b  i  ig  at  the  Coffee 
House  in  Southampton  Row  and  coming  to  the1  Biit^sb 
Coffle  House  >—A,  Yes. 

Where  do  you  live? — A.  In  Lyon*s  I-nn, 

No.  XIX.— V.  2.  M  Z$ri 
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Jjjor^  Temple.    Q.  You  stated  that  Mis.  Clarke  gave 
you  the  note  in  queftiou  ? — A,  ^es. 
*<2.  Bid  you  read  the  note  when  she  gave  it  to  you  : 
A*  1  believe  I  did. 

Q.  Was  it  a  sealed  note  or  an  open  note  ? 
A  rr  An  open*  note. 

Q.  You  stated  that  you  had  not  the  not&with  you 
abroad,  £  wbeae  did  you  lodge  before  you  went  abroad  ? 
A.  At  Lyon's  Inn. 

Didyau  leay^  your  pSpeis  at  Lyon's  Inn  ? 
A.  Certainly. 

Q.  The  note  you  ssty  was;  not  a  sealed  note ;  to  *whora 
was  it  directed  ?  t  * 

A,  I  do  not  recollect  that  it-bad  any  address. 

Q.  You  surely  must  recollect  when  you  read  the  note  ; 
did  you  read  it  when  Mis.  Clarke  dehveied  it  to  you  ?. 

A.  It  is  so  long  ago  1  dp  not  lecollect,  it  is  five  years 
ago  nearly,  and  I  cannot ,  chaige  .my  memory  whether  I 
read  it  or  not. 

Mr.  Cflvendtsh  Bradshaw.  Q>.  Wste  you  not  to  receive 
some  pecuniary  cQ^ideratiftn  horn  some  person  or  other 
on  the  Gazetting  ot  Majoi  Tonyn  >~-A.  Not  a  farthing. 

Q.  Why  were  you  so  anxious  that,  Major  Tonyn  should 
wait  a  few  days  in  hopes  of  his  being  Gazetted  >  ' 

A,  To  oblige  M*sfc  Clarke,  who  wanted  the  money  ex- 
ceedingly. 

Q.  Were  you  confident  that  he  would.  be  Gazetted  in  a 
few  days',  from  the  influence  of  M's.  Clarke  * 
A*  No,,  I  doubted  hei  influence  very  much  then. 
Q.  Can  you  by  any  possibility  now  pioduce  the  note,? 
A*  It  is  no|  about  me.  ,  . 

Q.  Can.yoVby  an>  possibility  now  produce  the  note  ? 
A.  If  I  can  posbib  y  hna1  it  I  will  produce  it. 
Mr.  Whtbread.  Q.  Is  it  p  ^ssible  that  you  should  rind  it  I 
A"  I  haye  seaiched  every  where,  and  i  cannot  find  it. 
Q.  Jj>  it  possible  that  you  should  find  it  ? 
A.  1  sbou'd  hot?e  it  is  possible. 
Q.  What  is  the.gijmnd  A  thai:  hope".* 
A.  Haying  put  it  among  other  papeis.in  my  bureau. 
Q.  h  it  then  in  the  bu\e^u  ?■ — A.  That  I  do  not  know. 
Q,  Has  any  body  acce&s  Co  that  bureau  b'ut  yourself? 

A.  Nov/ 
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A*  Now  and  then  my  wife. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  that  note  is  now  in  the  posses 
jfiori  of  you i  wite  qi  fany  oiher  pei  son  ? 

A.  Not  to  the  be&l  ot  my  knowledge* 

J.  Have  you  givea  thaf  note  into  the  possession  of  any 
body  to  be  kept  ? — A,  No*  (  . 

Q,  Have  you  given  k  into  the  possession*  iof  any  pei/Son 
to  be  handed  to  another  person  to  be  kept,? — A,  No. 

Q.  Is  it  ox  is  it  not  destroyed.? 

A.  Not  to  the  best  cf  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Have  you  given  it  to  any  person  to  be  destroyed  ? 
.    A,  <Nevej,to  the  best  ot  my  knowledge  j  L  have  hot  de«< 
fctioyed  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know"  that.it  is  destroyed  ? 

^4.  1  am  pretty  clear  that  it  is  not  destroyed. 

If  yo\i  are  pretty  cleai4  thaut  i&  notdestroyed,  whe*fc 
did  you  put  it  when  you  last  saw  it  ? 

A.  Among  some  papers  tnmy  bureau. 

Q.  Have' jou  the  key,  of  jthat*  bureau  now >9bout you  ? 
,  A,  No,  I  believe  my  wiie  has  it- 

Q  ^vVfrat, makes  y©-u*p/cleai  that  it  is  not  destroyed? 
*   <Aj  B^cau'se  I  never  desired*  i«t  should  be  destroyed. 

Q.  When  you  spy  you  nevei  desiied  it  should  be  de> 
-stroyed  ,  <that«,ans,wei  has  reference  to  some  other  person 
to  whom  that  desire  must  have  been  expressed  if  you  havfe 
desiied  it ;  whom  da  you  mean  when  you  refer  to  some 
other  person,  to  whom  such  des-ife  'mast5  have  'becto  ex- 
pressed ? — A.  I  know  no  other  person  in  the  business.  * 

Q.  JThen  ^vhatd-q  ydu-feib-in  by  saying  you  never 'desired 
it  should^ -be  destroyed  ? 

A.  I  was  Led  :if  I  *had  desired  it  should  be  de£htoy,e4, 
and  I  said  no.  r  ■> 

Q.  You  were  asked  whethei  it  was  destroyed  ?« 

A.  And  I  said,  not  b)  my  desue. 

Q,  Yqu  Either  de&tr'oyed  it  yourself,  ftor  desired  any 
other  pei son  to  de&troy  it  ? — A.  No. 

^£&en-*t  is  m  existence'—  A*  Ir  shouid>hopei  it  is. 
Attorney  General.    Q.  You  say  that  you  put  rthis  pa£er 
Lnto'a  bureuu  wh?1i  other  p&per&,  when  did  you  do'  that  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  at  ih-e  time,  of  course  the  last  time 
I  saw  it,  which  might  be  live  or  hix  days  ago,    .  *  ^ 

M  2  Q.  How 
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Q,.  How  long  was  it  befoie  you  weie  examined  here  be- 
fore > — d.  I  do  not  recoiled. 

,    Q.  In  what  loom  in  your  house  is  this  buieau  in  which 
you  say  you  put  it? 

A.  It  is  \fk  my^ittirg  100m  5  I  have  but  one  sitting  room, 

C  Have  you  seaiched  that  bmeattfor  it  since  ? 

A.  I  have  looked  for  it,  but  could  not  find  it. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  papers  in  that  bureau  to  see 
whether  it  is  among  them  ? 

A.  1  have  a  variety  of  papers,  it  may  be  among  them  5 
I  have  searched,  but  could  not  find  it. 

^tiDo  you  mean  to  say  you  have 'searched  in  that  bureau 
foi  it  ? — A.  Yes/ 

Sir  S  Ronulfy.  Q.  You  have 'said  that  you  saw  this 
paper  six.  days  ago,  was  that  the  same  papei  which  was 
given  to  you  by  Mrs.  Clarke  ? — I  think  it  wa-s. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  it  was  > 

A.  I  am  very  certain  that  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  xead  it  six  days  ago  ? — A,  No, 

Q.  If  you  did  not  readit  six  days  ago,  how  are  you  sure 
it  was  the  same  paper  you  received  from  Mrs.-Claike  ? 

A,  it  is  a  remarkable  piece  of  paper,  and  I  could  not 
ibiget  iu 

Q.  What  was  there  remarkable  in  the  paper  but  the 
writing  on  it  ? — A,  Dirty. 

Q.  Yqu  have  said  that  you  saw  the  paper  six  days  ago, 
and  that  you  loo&sd  for  it  two  days  ago )  where  did  you 
look  for  it  two  days  ago  * 

A,  Where  I  had  supposed  I  had  put  it,  in  the  bureau. 

Q.  You  said  that  you  left  it  six  days  ago  with  other 
jpapers  in  a  bureau  when  you  looked  two  days  ago,  were 
the  other  papers  theie  ? — A.  I  tbink  they  were. 

Q.  And  this  paper  was  the  only  one  trussing  } 

A*  It  appeared  so  to  me. 

Q;  Who  had  the  key  of  your  bureau,  between  this  si# 
days,  ago  and  th  e  two  days  ago  ?  : ' 

A,  Sometimes  myself,  sometimes  my  wife,  sometimes 
it  is  left  in  the  bureau. 

Q.  Do^you  think  that  if  a  Messenger  was  sent  with  you 
now  to  your;  rooms,  you  could  find  the  papers  i 

A*  I  really  do  not  know. 

Q.  What 
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Q.<  What  do  you  believe  ? 

A.  I  really  cannot  tell  5  I  looked  two  or  three  times  for 
h,  and  I  could  not  find  it  two  days  ago  >  it  is  mislaid  in 
some  place  or  othei. 

Q.  What  reason  had  you,  in  the  beginning  of  your 
evidence  this  night,  for  saying  you  did  not  believe  such  a 
paper  had  ever  existed  ?  _ 

A.  It  was  a  very  unpleasant  circumstance^  and  I  would 
have  wished  to  have  forgotten  it. 

Q.  What  circumstance  do  you  mean  was  unpleasant? 

A.  The  whole  of  the  business  I  thought  unpleasant. 

Q.  Why  did  you,  having  come  to  the  bar  of  this  House 
to  disclose  eveiy  thing  else  you  knew  upon  the  subject, 
think  this  circumstance  pat  ticularly  unpleasant ? 

A.  I  did  not  think  this  encumbrance  particu'arly,  but 
the  whole  of  it,  as  I  rnen?;o  icd  before,  unpleasant. 

Q.  When  you  shewed  t'ns  note  to  Colonel  Hamilton  ^ 
and  he  took  a  copy  of  it,  did  joa  at  that  time  read  it  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  When  you  first  mentioned  the  note  to  Colonel  Ha- 
milton, how  did  y  a\  descnbe  it  > 

A.  Speaking  of  the  promotion  of  Major  Tonyn,  I  said 
there  was  a  note  in  my  possession  that  mentioned  some- 
thing about  his  promotion. 

General  Phipps.  Q.  By  whom  did  you  state  that  note 
to  have  been  written  ? — A.  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  say, 

Q.  Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to  say  you  did  not  state 
it  to  have  been  written  by  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A,  I  nevei  saw  the  Duke  of  York's  hand -writing,  and 
therefore  I  could  not. 

Q.  Can  you  take  upon  yourself  to  say  you  did  not  state 
it  to  have  been  written  by  the  Duke  of  York  i 

A.  I  certainly  cou'd  not. 

Did  you  ? — A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  state  it  to  have  been  written  in  the  name 
of  the  Duke  of  York  No, 

Q.  In  whose  name  did  you  state  it  to  have  been  written  ? 

A.  I  stated  no  name. 

Q.  As  you  permitted  Colonel  Hamilton  to  take  a  copy 
of  th5s  note,  did  you  youiself  take  a  copy  ot  it  > 
A.  No>  having  the,  original  there  was  no  oceasian. 

M3  ft.  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  think  this  a  note  of  any  importance  ? 
A.  No,  1  did  not. 

Q.  Was  the  copy  Colonel  Hamilton  took  of  the  note  a 
correct  copy  ? — A,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  you  read  the  copy  which  Coltfnel  Hamilton 
took  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Was  there  any  s'gnative  to  the  note  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  none. 

Q*  Did  you  know  whose  hand-wiiting  it  was  2 — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mis.  Clarke's  hand-wtiting  ? 

Ac.  Somtrimes. 

(J.  Was  it  m  her  hand-writ  ng  ? 

A*  I  really  cam>ot  take  upon  me  to  say. 

Q„  Did  you  ever  see  her  wine  ? — A,  Repeatedly. 

Q.  Does  Mi ?.  Clatke  wiite  in  different  hand-writings, 
or  always  m  her  own  ' 

A.  I  have  repeatedly  had  notes  from  Mr*.  Claike,  which 
have  been  written  sodiffeiently  that  i  could  not  ha/e  sup- 
posed them  to  r3e  the  same  person^  \uit  ng. 
'  LouiH.  Petty.  Q  Have \ou,  cither  betoie  or  after  )nu 
com  nunicat^d  this  note  to  Colonel  Hamilton*  had  any 
conversation  o»  communication  wi<h  any  person  whatever 
respecting  that  ii<*te  * 

A.  Not  to  the  Lest  o;  my  recollection. 

Sir  J  Graham.  Q  Was  any  person  present,  s»x  days 
ago  and  two  days  ago,  when  you  weie  searching  for  this 
note  ?— A.  No 

Q.  You  are  sure  there  was  no  person  in  the  room  at  the 
t  roe  ? 

A,  No,  except  my  wife,  she  might  be  in  the  room. 
Q.  Ha(d  your  wife  and  you  any  cojveisat'on  on  thjs  sub- 
ject > 

A  Of  course  a  great  deal,  which  v^e  have  everyday. 
Q»  D»d  she  ever  state  to  you  she  had  destroyed  the  note 
*  A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  state  to  you  that  she  had  delivered  it  to 
any  other  person  ? — A.  Never. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  desire  her  to  take  it  out  of  the  bureau  ? 
A.  Nevei. 

Mr.  Bragge  Bat  hurst.    Q.  How  was  the  copy  taken  ? 
A*  Coionei  Hamilton  copied  it. 

'     «.  Was 
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Q.  Was  it  compared  with  the  original  after  it  was  co- 
pied ?— A.  Not  that  t  know  of. 

Q.  Where  did  you  put  it  after  it  was  copied  > 
A.  Into  my  pocket-hook. 
Q.  With  other  papers  or  singly  ?— A.  Singly. 
Q.  Did  you  go  home  from  the  Coffee  House  } 
A  Immediately. 

Q.  How  did  you  deposit  it  in  the  bureau  ? 

A.  By  flitting  it  into  the  bmeau. 

Q.  Did  you  put  it  in  a  bundle  with  any  other  papers  r 

A.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  Endeavour  to  answer  posit' vely  to  questions  within 
your  own  knowledge  ? 

t    A*  I  cannot  i  etolJect  whether  i  did  ©r  not. 

Q.  Have  you  &e  rched  ail  )our  bundles  of  paper vas  weli 
as  your  loose  papei  s  ? 

As,  Geneially  sneaking,  1  think  I  have. 

Q.  How  can  you  undertake  to  say  it  is  not  in  your  bu> 
Kau,  »f  you  haye  not  searched  allyout  papers  ? 

A.  J  th  nk  I  have  searched  all  my  papeis. 
,    Q,  When  you  nut  Co'onel  Hamilton  at  the  British 
Coffee  Hou      you  say  you  d*d  not  tell  him  it  was  de- 
stroyed     A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Did  yuusay  any  thing  to  him  abort  the  note  ? 

A.  I  had  no  conversation  with  him  upon  ihe  subject. 

Q.  Then  you  did  not  say  to  him  that <4  they  had  forgot 
the  note        ^i.  No,  "  they  forgot  it." 

Q.  Any  such  wo  ds  as  that? — A.  No. 

Q.  What  is  it  makes  thib  particular  circumstance  of  the 
note  so  unpleasant  to  you  ? 

A.  It  is  no  lui  ther  unpleasant  than  my  losing  the  note  ; 
if  I  could  find  it  I  bhould  produce  it  with  the  gieatest  plea- 
sm  e. 

Q.  Dd  not  you  say,  that  the  reason  for  your  not^  ad- 
mitting that  you  knew  of  this  note,,  at  the  beginning  af 
this"  examination,  was,  that  it  was  an  unpleasant  circum- 
stance that  you  wished  to  foiget  ? 

A.  The  whole  of  the  business  I  conce've  to  be  unplea- 
sant, and  I  was  very  sorry  that  I  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  What  is  there  particulai  iy  unpleasant  iq  the  ciicum- 
stance  of  this  note  ? — A.  My  having  lost  it  or  mislaid  it; 

Q.  How 
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How  can  the  circumstance  of  your  having  lost  it,  in* 
duce  you  to  deny  your  ever  having  had  it  ? 

A*  Fiom  the  reason  that  it  was  unpleasant  throughout 
the  wh  ile. 

Q.  What  is  the  unpleasantness  yon  conceive  in  confess- 
ingyou  have  lost  it,  if  it  be  true  ? 

Q.  I  should  be  very  sorry  that  1  had  lost  it,  and  I  hope 
I  shall  find  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  unpleasantness  you  conceive"  in  confess- 
ing you  have  lost  if,  if  it  be  true  ? 
,    A*  That  is  the  unpleasant  pait,  that  I  have  lost  it. 

Q.  What  is  the  unpleasant  part  ? 

A.  That  I  have  lost  it. 

Q.  How  can  the  circumstance  of  your  having  lost  it, 
induce  you  to  deny  yout  ever  having  had  it  ? 

A,  Fiom  the  reason  that  it  was  unpleasant  thioughout 
the  whole* 

Q.  Did  you  not  deny,  at  the  first  part  of  youi  examina* 
tion,  that  you  had  such  a  note  * 

A,  I  conceived  that  I  had  not  the  note. 

Q.  Were  yon  asked,  whether  you  had  the  note  now,  or 
whether  such  a  note  had  ever  been  in  ex  stence  ? 

A.  I  was  asked,  in  the  fir^t  instance,  whether  the  note 
was  in  existence,  or  whether  a  note  was  in  existence,  and 
I  believe  I  doubted  it 3  since  which  I  have  recollected  it. 

(i  Withdraw  !"  "  withdraw  /"  fiom  all  parts  of 
the  House. 

{The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw.] 

Tr^e  Speaker*  addressed  the  Chairman  Mr. 
Wharton,  to  the  following,  effect  upon  the  present 
occasion,  I  conceive  the  first  proceeding  is  to  move 
that  Captain  Huxley  Sandon  has  been  guilty  of  gross 
prevarication  in  the  testimony  he  has  given  this 
night  at  the  bar."  (Cries  of  move,  move). 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly — I  me,  Sir,  not  tQ 
object  to  the  proposition  of  the  Right  Honourable 

*  Mr,  Charles  Abbott. 

Gentleman^ 
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CSentleman,  but,  as  I  am  anxious  to  put  a  question 
to  the  witness,  I  wish  to  ascertain  whether  it  would 
Be  in  order  after  the  Committee  bad  adopted  this 
resolution.    ( d  ies  of  mave,  move>i  n<>ve  ) 

The  Speaker.  I  beg  leave  to  rub  j  o  that  Captain 
Huxley  Sandon  has  been  guilty  of  gro^  &  prevarication 
in  the  evidence  that  he  has  given  thl  night  at  the 
bar,  The  question  being  put,  was  amidst  continued 
cries  of  aye,  aye,  carried >nemine  cant*  adicmte* 

The  Speaker.  I  next  move  thap  rjtie  Chairraaa 
do  immediately  report  the  Resolution  to  the  House, 

The  House  having  resumed,  received  the  Report^ 
and, 

[The  Speaker  having  taken  the  Chair,] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved, 
that  the  said  Captain  Huxley  Sandon  should  be  taken 
into  the  custody  at  the  Serjeant  at  Arms.— {Ories  df 
Nwog&ie!  Newgate!). 

•The'S  peaker  communicated  to  the  Hduse, tbit 
in  such  cases  there  were  two  distinct  processes'  tb 
be  followed. 

Lord  Folkstone.  As  an  amendment  to  the 
motion  of  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  I  move  that  the  said  witness  be 
forthwith  committed  to  the  Gaol  of  Newgate. 

Mr.  Bathurst  wished  to  know,  whether  by 
>not  acceding  to  the  amendment  the  original  motion 
was  hazarded  ? 

The  Speaker  stated,  that  there  were  thr66  mbdes 
for  the  adoption  of  the  House,  namely,  Jto  commit 
the  witness  to  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  affirms, 
to  deny  any  access  to  him,  or  to  send  htm 'to  New- 
gate. < 

The  CHAisrcELLOR  of  the  Exchequer observed, 
that  it  was  by  no  means  his  intention*  tai  limit  his 
motion  to  the  dry  committal  of  the  witness  to  the 
custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,    There  were  other 

objects 
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objects  to  be  considered,  such  as  directing  the  Ser- 
jeant to  convey  the  witness  to  Ins  lodgings,  in  order 
to  examine  foi  this  note  amongst  his  papeia^and 
to°ha:ve4iim  near  to  the  House,  incase  theCom- 
mittee  should  feel  a  wish  to  exa.mine  hnn,  on  any 
^xxifit  which  may  subsequently  arise.  \ 

"Lord  Folk st qjne,  on  those  grounds/ withdrew 
his  amendment.  f 

Mr.    Sumner  recommended  the  expediency  oF 
seizing  on  all  thepapers  of  the  wititeSs,  and  of  taking 
;ihe  Wifo  into  instant  custody »  lest  &he  should  destroy 
•th'e'dppumetit  which  was  sought. 
•hatfi&  SfK A ker  intimated,  that  although  the  pre- 
cedents of  the  House  empoweied  it,  to  appiehend 
supposed  delinquents,  and  to  send  Us  officer  to  make 
£ Wy w i mi \ on  conducive  fo«the  ends  of  justice, 
f^Ul^t^iM!>uW^^n«rder  >serioursjy  whether  §he  <pr^- 
*\##it  *w,as~a  case  to  ,c$*ty  Jsu^h  a  power  into,  #ejot.1 

Lord  Temple  considered  it  .a  ca^e  nv^ere  4le 
*J3ftus§  o^ght^tOf^r^>^int^a  Committee  for  the  ex^mi- 
d^io**  of  ail  the  ?papers  of  the  witness.  He  believed 
there  were  precedents  in  the  period  of  the  South  Sea 
lioujje  investigations. 

^he^Sp  j%,A)KETi — Sucba-power  was  ex^rcked  in  the 
jce!gnspfrQhafrl€s<II.  when  a  Committee  was  detxuted 
to  examine  the  papers  of  Mr.  Montague,  at  White- 
hall. >  , 

.  The  C&an^ellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought 
that  the  House  should  not,  in  the  present  stage,  di» 
^"Ctfrthat  the  wife  of  the  witness  should  be  taken  mto 
^custody,  although  it-might  be  expedient  to  have  her 
gammoned. 

Mr.  S p  m'neb,  ex,plainej3,  that  km  object  in  recom- 
mending such  a  proceeding,  a^ose  out  of  theevi- 
$enioe  of*  the  witness 'himself,  who  stated;  "that  his 
wife  had  access  to  the  bureau  in  which  this  note  wa& 
Mfkced« 

Jkord 
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Lord>TEMPLE3  conceiving  it  provable  that  other 
papers  connected  with  the  issue  of  this  investigation 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  witness,  thought  it  ad* 
disable  in  tlie  House  to  depute  two  of  its  Members, 
to  select  and  examine-  all  the  papers  at  his  lodgings, 

Mr.  Bajnih&s  considered  the  proposal'  of  thfc 
Chancellor  of '  the*  Exchequer^  to  send  the  Serjeant' 
4X  Arms,  or  his  proper  officer,  as  the  milder  and 
equally  effectual  course. 

As  the  motion  t6  that  effect  was  about,  to  ,be  put— 

The  Serjeant  at  Arms  having  taken  Captain 
Huxley  Sandon  into  custody,  by  Older  of  The 
House,  a  request  from  him  was  CQtnmuni- 
cated  to  the  House,  that  he  might  be  brought 
to  the  Bar;  which  being  done,  he  addressed 
the  House^asiollows ; 

I  mufchambly  h~>pe  that  this  Honourable  House  will 
do  me  the  honour  of  eSdCircrng  my  pievaiication  ;  and  I 
beg  to  assure  tliem  it  is  &ot  froin  a  bad  hep  it,  but  a  con- 
fusedtheadv  1  am  exceedingly  bony  I  have  done  any  thing 
to  disp'ea&e  this  Honpu^abi^' Htmsc.  I  come  hereto  (»#er 
eve.y  thing  in  atonement  J  possibly  can,  and  I  hope  the 
Hon-e  will  do  me  th,e  h'moiK-to  htar  me. 

Mr.  Speakei . — It  the  Pusoner  ha?>  more  to  <  ffer  to  thcr# 
House,  this  is  his  time. 

Captain  Sandon, — With  regatd  to  the  evidence  ?,  Tb  it  to 
the  evidence  I  am  to>sp*vk  ? 

Mr  Speaker. — Yon  will  offer  to  the  House  \\  hatever?yoi) 
think  bec'omes  ^our  ca^eand  b!f  nation 

Capi-m  Sa  ulon  - — T  beg  pard  n  of  the  House  for  rhy  p  ,e-' 
yancaU  n,  and  I  beg  tfratrthe  House  will  do  me  the  h  mour* 
to  excuse  rriy  extraordina  y  behaviour  ;  ^nd  will  be  as- 
sured, that  ail  I  have,  and  ail  I  ktiowaow  l  certainly  w*H 
relate.  With  regard  <to  themes  in  quebtion,  it  is  not  de- 
stroyed ;  I  have  it  in  my  j  Oioes&ion  at, my,  chain  bets ;  if 
i t  i s  requited  I  can,  go  and  feich  it,  I  think  I  can  put  my 
hands  upQn  it ;  the  note  that  you  wet e  speaking  of  was 
given  me  to  shew  Majoi  Tonyn,  and  to  say  that  h.b  p*o- 
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motion  would  not  go  on  unless  he  paid  the  money.  I  took 
the  note,  and  produced  it  to  Major  Tonyn,  with  that  mes- 
sage. I  shewed  him  the  note,  with  what  i  mentioned  be- 
fore, desiring  him  to  waj.t  thiee  or  four  days.  1  believe 
he  said,  what  I  lelated  to  this  Honoutable  House  before, 
tjiat  he /would,  in  consequence  of  this  note  which  I  shewed 
him.  ,  I  brough^back  the  note,  ancM  hare  it  now  in  my 
possession  :  he  was  gazetted,  and  the  five  hundred  pounds 
was  paid  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  the  twenty-five  pounds  to 
Mr^.  Donovan.  If  this  Honourable  House  would  wish  to 
see  the  note,  I, will  go  and  fetch  it.  As  to  who  wrote 
the  note,  1  cannot  take  upon  me  to  say  :  Mrs.  Claike  told 
me  it  was  written  b>  the  Duke  of  York. 

Mr.  Speaker — Does  the  Prisoner  deshe  to  add  rnore  ? 

Captain  Sandon.—I  have  nothing  moicto  say  relative  to 
that ;  I  only  humbly  hope  the  House  will  do  me  the  ho- 
Hour-of  excusing  m€  the  prevaiication  I  made  use  of. 

[The  Prisoner  was  then  taken  from  the  Bar: 
and  the  House  determined  that  he  should  be 
sent  in  custody  to  his  chambers  to  fetch  the 
Papers ;  and  that  he  should  be  brought  be- 
fore, the  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
whenever  they  mould  see  fit.'] 

t 

Sir  Watkin  Williams  Wynne  urged  the 
propriety  of  questioning  the  witness  on  his  reasons 
for  denying  any  knowledge  of  where  the  note  was, 
before  he  should  have  time  to  fabiicate  any  pretext. 

Lord  Henry  Petty  postponed  the  discussion  of 
tHe  Cintrk  Convention,  which  stood  for  to-morrow, 
until  Tuesday  next,  having  under$tood  that  the 
public  seivice  rendered  it  necessary  to  vote  the 
Army  Estimates  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Ponsonby  and  Mr.  Whitehead  post- 
poned their  two  motions,  and  without  fixing  on  any- 
particular  day,  with  an  understanding  that  they 
should  precede  all  other  subjects,  as  soon  as  the  de- 
licate and  important  investigation  now  before  the  ' 
House  was  terminated. 

The 
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The  Speaker  left  "the  Chair,  and  the  Committee 
resumed  its  examination. 

Mrs.  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows :  , 

Chancellor  of  tht  Exchequer .    Q.  Da  you  recollect  what 
passed  betweeu  you  and  Captain  Sandon  in  consequence  of 
any  application  from  Major  Tonyn,  expressing  his  impa- 
t  esce  at  the  length  of  time  that  elapsed  before  he  pro*  . 
cured  his  appointment  ? 

A.  No  ;  I  real  y  do  not  know,  although  I  have  been 
*  reading  Captain  bandon's  evidence  just  now  in  the  room 
I  have  been  in. 

Q.  Do  yon  mean  the  evidence  he  gave  on  a  former  day 
when  he  was  examined  ? — A,  Yes. 

Q.  In  the  filth  numbei  of  the  Minutes  > 

A.  I  believe  it  is  one  of  the  last  that  has  been  printed. 

Qt  You  do  not  recollect  Captain  Sandon's  coming  to 
^ou  at  all  upon  the  subject  > 

J.  I  recollect  that  Captain  Sandon  was  employed  by 
Maj6i  Tonyn  ;  I  am  confident  as  to  that. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Captain  Sandon's  at  an}  time  ac- 
quainting you  with  Major  Tonyn's  impatience  upon  the 
subject  > 

A.  No,  I  do  not,  although  I  have  been  reading  about  it, 

Q..  ^  ou  do  nor  remember  any  repiesentaiion  having 
been  ma'de  to  you  by  Captain  Sandon,  that  Major  Tonyn 
intended  to  withdraw  the  deposit  he  had  made,  in  conse- 
quence of  delay  ? 

A*  No,  I  do  not  recollect  it  5  though  he  might  have, 
perhaps,  mentioned  it. 

Do  you  recollect  having  sent  any  message  to  Majdr 
Tonyn  by  Captait*  Sandon  ? 

A.  I  cannov  recollect  that  I  did  j  perhaps  it  is  likely, 
tun  it  is  a  long  while  since. 

Do  you  recollect  having  sent  any  paper  io  Major  T<*« 
n}n  by  Captain  Sandon  ? — A.  \\  hat  sort  of.  pap«r? 

ft.  Any  paper. 

A,  I  could  speak  moie-  positively  if  if  was  mentioned 
what  sort  of  paper. 

No.  XX.— V.S  K  A  Any 
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<2.  Any  Written  paper. 

A.  Of  my  own  writing,  or  any  other  person  *3  3 
4&  Any  written  paper. 

A*  I  do  not  recollect  j  I  was  always  very  cautions  of 
giving  any  written  papei  out  of  my  hands. 

Q.  As  <ar  as  yon  recollect,  you  have  not  sent  any  written 
paper  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A,  I  do  not  think  I  did,  but  I  cannot  speak  positively. 
As  you  weie  so  caut'ous  in  putting  any  paper  out  of 
your  hands,  would  you  not  have  recollected  that  chcum- 
stance  if  it  had  occur]  ed  ? 

A.  If  he  meant  to  infinuate  that  there  was  any  wiiting 
of  the  Duke  of  York's,  I  never  did  in  my  life  to  any  one. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  you  never  committed  any  paper 
to  Captain  Sandon,  which  you  represented  as  the  writing 
of  the  Duke  of  York  > 

A*  I  am  quite  certain,  not  to  any  one  whatever,  except 
lately,  and  once  to  Mr.-Manneis  a  iew  notes. 

Q.  If  you  had  sent  such  a  paper  by  Captain  Satidon  to 
Major  Tonyn,  is  it  possible  that  you  could  have  foigotten  it  ? 

A.  No,  f  should  not  have  foigotten  any  thing  f  that 
sort  belonging  to  the  Duke   f  York. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mrs.  Hovenden  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Mr.  Fieeman.  Q.  Do  yru  ice  >llect  at  any  time  h«rv  ng 
received  a  note  from  the  Duke  of  Yoik  upon  the  bubject 
or  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  No,  I  d  >  not ;  theie  was  no  oceasio  i  f  t  nny  notes 
to  pass,  because  I  was  in  the  hab  t  of  seeing  his  Royal 
Highness  every  day,  except  he  was  in  the  countiy,  and 
that  happened  pe.ha^s  only  tor  a  week  or  ten  day&  iri  one 
yeat. 

Q  D  d  you  ever  hear  Captain  Sandun  sav,  that  be  had 
shewn  a  note  to  Major  Tony wb-ch  puipnted  to  be  a 
note  of  his  Royal    lghness  the  Duke  of  York ? — A,  No. 

Qt  You  are  n  n  aw  re  of  any  note,  purporting  to  be  a 
nt  te  '  f  t  .e  1  H.k*  ot  \oik,  being  shewn  Major  Tonyn  by 
Captain  S^adon  ? 

J.  No,  1  am  quite  clear  nothing  of  the  soit  was  ever 
me  u*oried  to  oeroie. 

Do  y  >u  u)-an  to  state,  that  you  did  not  g  ve  any 

note 
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2,01c  to  Captain  Sandon  which  might  appear  to.be  a  irofs 
oi  the  Duke  of  York  * — A.  No. 

Q.  fou  staled,  that  you  sent  some  notejsi  to  Mr*  Man- 
ners;  do  you  mean  to  state  that  those  were  in  the  hand- 
writing oi  the  Duke  of  Yolk? — A.  Certainly  I  do. 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  send  any  aote  to  Captain 
Sandon  ? 

A,  I  never  recollect  sending  him  any  note,  but  more 
especially  any  note  of  the  Duke  of  York' because  I  should^ 
have  been  afraid  of  entrusting  it  to  him. 

[The  following  Questionsand  Answers  were  read.  

"  As  you  were  so  cautious  in  putting  any  paper 
"  out  of  your  hands,  would  you  not  have  recol- 
*'  lected  that  circumstance  if  it  had  occurred  r"  A, 
*'  !f  he  meant  to  insinuate  that  there  was  any 
"  writing  of  the  Duke  of  York's,  I  never  did  in 

u  my  hfe  to  any  one.  Q,  Yoa  are  quite  sure 

"  y>u  never  committed  any  paper  to  Captain  San- 
u  d  n,  which  you  represented  as  the  writing  of  the 
Duke  of  York  ?    A.  I  am  quite  certain  not  to 
**  a.iy  one  whatever,  except  lately,  and  onc>  to 
,  "  Mr  Manners  a  few  notes" 
Chamellor  of  the  Excheqnr,    Q.  How  does  it  occur  to 
y  u  to  th  nk  th  it  Capiat  Sandon  might  have  insinuated 
any  such  t  ing  > 

A.  Because  I  think  nught  have  insinuated  any  thing  > 
I  think  he  is  v"Jy  ©q'1  <s  to  it. 

Q  If  Captuu  ancon  rnr>  presented  an)  note  to  Major 
Tonyn,,  pur  iiti  g  to  be  a  note  mitten  by  the  Duke  of 
York,  and  given  to  h  ui  by  you,  is  it  true  ? 

A>  I  do  n  t  think  it  U,  and  I  am  ain^t  suie  it  is  not , 
perhaps  ne  has  written  on,1  himse'f. 

Q.  During  the  negoc  at  ion  wit  i  M<*joi  Tonyn  for  the 
Majority,  was  any  iepjesentation  m^de  to  you  by  Captain 
Sandon,  ''hat  Majoi  Tonyn  was  u<ed  of  waiting,  and 
threatened  to  withdraw  the  money  he  had  deposited  ? 
A.  I  do  not  recollect  >t. 

Alderman  Combe  Q.  Did  you  ever  express  to  Captain 
Sandon  a  wish  on  your  \  ait  that  Major  Tonyn  would  not 
be  impatient,  because  you  wanted  the  money  which  you 
were  to  receive  upon  his  success  15 

N  2  A.  No, 
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A.  No,  that  would  be  the  veiy  reason  T  should  wish 
hi  in  to  be  impatient. 

Q.  Jn  the  last  interview  you  had  with  Capta:n  Sandon 
upon  the  subject  of  Major  Tony n,  did  hp  wiite  any  thing 
hi  your  presence? 

A.  h  is  impossible  for  me  to  say>  it  is  so  long  since. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Captain  Sandon  having  read  any 
thing  to  you  in  that  interview  >-r~A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  paper  being  produced  before  you 
by  Captain  Sandon  at  that  interview  ?— -A.  J  do  not. 

Sir  G.  HilL  A.  Did  you  eyer  express,  here  or  any 
where  else,  that  Major  Tcnyn  was  a  shabby  fellow  for  hh 
impatience  in  wisliing  to  withdraw  his  note? 

A,  No,  I  thought  him  a  perfect  Gentleman  when  Mr, 
Donovan  introduced  him  to  me,  and  wished  him  to  be 
made  a  Lieutenant-Colonel  previous  to  his  going  to  Ameri- 
ca ;  I  fancy  he  is  in  America  now, 

Mr.  Brand.  Qr.  Had  Captain  Sandon  any,  and  what  In- 
terest in  the  success  of  this  negotiation  respecting  Major 
Tonyn  r 

A.  Yes,  i  believe  lie  effected  it  with  me  ;  there  was  no 
promotion  in  the  48tb  Regiment,  the  Duke  ©f  York  had 
stopped  it,  I  think,  for  two  years,  and  the  Captain  was 
very  eager  to  get  out  of  it  on  that  account, 

Q>  Was  Captain  Sandon  to  have  any  per-centagc  or 
proportion  of  the  profit  arising  from  the  saccess  of  the  ne* 
gociatipri,  and  payment  to  be  made  upon  Major  lonyn's 
success  in  his  applicat  on  for  promotion  ? 

A*  I  believe  that  he  was,  for  I  have  understood  from  a 
great  many  persons,  that  Major  ^Tonyn  was  a  very 
generous  sort  of  a  man,  and  Captain  Sandon  would  not  have 
interested  himse'.f  so  much  as  he  did  for  him  without 
dome  reward.  : 

Q,  Did  you  ever  understand  fiom  Captain  Sandon  him- 
self that  he  expected  any  such  advantage  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did,  and  from  every  one  that  he  mentioned 
to  me. 

Q.  Before  you  came%o  the  Bar  of  this  House,  had  you 
any  information  of  the  substance  of  the  examination  of 
Captain  Sandon  before  tlie  Committee  to-night  ? 

A>  Not  the  least. 

[The 
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[The  following  Question  and  Answer  were  read.— — 
"  Q.  As  you  were  so  cautious  in  putting  any  paper 
"  out  of  your  hands,  would  you  not  have  recol* 
"  lected  that  circumstance  if  it  had  occurred  >  A, 
<(  If  he  meant  to  insinuate  that  there  was  any 
"  writing  of  the  Duke  of  York's,  1  never  did  in 
"  my  life  to  any  one." 
Q.  Why  did  you  suppose  that  the  person  proposing  that 
question  meant  to  refVr  to  any  writing  of  the  Duke  of 
York      A.  From  wliat  one  of  the  Gentlemen  said  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  any  question  which  has  been  put  to 
you  since  you  came  to  the  Bar  5 — A.  Certainly. 
Q.  Which  question  ? 

A.  Thequestims  from  the  Chancellor  of  the. Exche- 
quer. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Captain  Sandon  any  part  of  the  profit 
you  were  to  receive  from  the  promotion  of  Major  Tonyn  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  1  did,  but  he  used  to  g.ve 
himself,  I  believe,  from  Colonel  French's  money. 

Q.  You  did  not  give  him  any  yourself? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  you  understood  from  Captain- 
Sandon,  that  he  was  to  derive  some  profit  from  the  pro- 
motion of  Major  Tonyn  j  state  what  Captain  Sandon  said 
to  yon  upon  that  subject  r  ( 

A.  Only  that  my  five  hundred  pounds  would  be  clear, 
and  that  where  he  had  his  from,  would  be  from  the  other; 
party,  what  emolument  he  was  to  £et  by  it* 

Mr.  REID  being  called  in— 

Mrs.  Clarke.  Q.  Is  there  any  precedent,  may  I  ask>  for 
having  two  Witnesses  at  the  Bar  of  this  House  at  one 
time  .J  ■ 

Chairman.  A.  I  apprehend  the  Committee  will  call  to 
the  Bar  what  Witnesses  they  please. 

Mr.  JOHN  REID  was  then  - 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  Witness  at  the  Bar? — *A,  Yes,  I  do, 
Q.  Did  she  ever  come  to  your  house  under  the  name  of 
Mrs*  Dowler  ? — A,  By  no  other  name, 

N  3  Q.  h 
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Q.  Is  the  Witness  at  the  Par  the  person  whom  you  le- 
piesented  as  having  been  frequently  at  your  house  with 
Mr.  Dowler* — A.  Yes. 

Mrs.  Clarke.  Before  Mr.  Reid  leaves  the  place,  I  beg 
leave  to  soy,  that  I  nevei  said  I  was  Mis.  i)owler  ;  he 
might  put  what  construction  he  thought  piopei  upon  it. 

(To  M? .  Reid )  Q  Did  she  ever  answei  to  the  name  of 
Mrs.  Dov\ler  m  \oui  piesence  > 

A.  To  my  servants,,  I  have  no  doubt  that  was  her  an- 
swer, up  hi  all  occasions  whenever  i  spoke  to  her,  1  al- 
ways, I  suppose,  said  <s  Mi'am/'  bat  if  I  mentioned  any 
name  it  was  Mrs.  Dowlei, 

Q.  D  d  y  ,u  <  vei  h<  ai  he  add  esscd  as  Mr-*.  Dowler  in 
youi  piesence  * — A    \e>,  1  ha\e. 

Q.  Did  she  answer  to  that  addrecs  * — A  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  evei  heai  her  answei  to  the  name  of 
Clafke  - 

A.  f  never  heaul  her  called  by  any  cthei  n?me  but  that 
of  Mis.  Dowkr  ,  i  nevei  heard  hei  called  by  the  name  of 
Claike. 

Mi .  A  B'umg.  Q  Did  _you  belit\e  hei  name  to  be 
Dowlei  ;—  A.  I  had  not  a  doubt  o'  it. 

Q  And  you  belir-ved  her  to  be  manied  to  Mr.  Dowler? 
A,  I  had  not  ati}  doubt  of  that. 

Q.  Did  nothing  ever  occur  to  induce  )OU  to  entertain  a 
doubt  of  that  > — A.  Nevei. 

Q.  \  ou  always  believed  the  Witness  at  the  Bar  to  be 
Mrs.  Duwlei,  and  the  wife  of  Mr.  Dowler  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  mentioned  that  before,  and  I  mentioned  a 
v°ty  paiticu'ar  c.ieumstnnee  why  I  thought  so. 

Ah.  C.  Adam^  Q.  Have  you  evei  heaid  Mis.  Clarke 
say  that  hei  name  was  Dowlei  * 

//,  I  never  heard  hei  mention  her  name  at  all. 

Q.  Would  you  not  have  been  afraid  of  the  credit  of 
<vour  house  il  y  >u  had  ca  led  her  by  any  other  name  > 

4.  Good  God  !  1  bhould  not  have  thought  of  any  thing 
of  the  kind. 

Q.  Did  any  letteis  e\ei  come  to  Mis.  Clarke  by  any 
name  whats  ^ever,  while  she  was  $t  youi  house  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge  ;  they  never  came  under  my 
inspection,  they  came  to  the  bar. 
,    Q.  Bv  whom  did  you  ever  hear  her  ca'kd  Mrs,  Dowler  > 

A.  By 
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A.  By  all  those  that  spoke  to  her  there ;  when  they 
came  to  my  honse^  if  they  asked  for  her  at  all,  they  asked 
for  Mrs.  Dowler. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  ever  call  Jier  Mrs.  Dowler  in  your 
presence  ? 

A.  Upon  my  word  I  could  not  take  upon  me  to  swear 
it,  but  I  always  understood  it  to  be  soj  ancfl  never  had 
any  doubt  about  it. 

Q.  By  whom  did  you  understand  it  to  be  so  ? 

A.  By  Mr.  Dowler  himself  call'ng  her  Mrs.  Dowler. 

Q,  Did  Mr.  Dow  er  and  that  Lady  always  come  there" 
together  ?— vi.  No. 

Mr.  Wai die.    Did  Mr.  Dowler  lodge  thereat  any  time  f 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that  Lady  came  occasionally  }-—A.  Yes. 

Mrs.  Clatke.    That  was  when  the  Bailiffs  were  after  me. 

{To  Mr.  Reld.J  Q.  Were  there  many  inquiries  made 
at  your  house  in  the  name  of  Mrs.  Dowler  ?  * 

A.  1  seldom  answer  any  inquiries  at  all,  I  leave^my  wife 
to  do  it  ;  and  it  is  the  business  of  the  bar  maid. 

[Mr,  Reid  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mrs.  Clarke.  May  I  speak  a  word;  I  merely  wish  to 
ask  a  question  of  some  of  the  Crown  Lawyers. 

,  [After !a -general  laugh,  and  a  cry  of  "  Order! 
order"  the  Chairman  informed  the  Witness 
that  could  not  be  permitted.] 

General  Loft.    Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Hovenden  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Was  it  at  the  period  of  time  when  she  was  under 
the  protection  of  Mr.  Dowler,  brother  to  the  Mr.  Dowler 
who  has  been  examined  at  the  Bar  ? 

A .  He  ha  s  n  o  b r ot he  r ; 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  habits  of  visiting  the  Taylor  family 
when  they  iived at  Bays  water  *+~-A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Taylor  very  well  ?— -A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Taylor  >~A.  Yes.  - 

Q.  Did  you  know  there  was  a  Mr.  Taylor 

jtf.  Yes^  Miss  Taylor's  father.: 

Q.  Did  yoy  ever  see  Mrs.- Taylor  write  ? 

J^No,  I  cannot  say  that  I  did. 

«.  You 
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Q.  You  never  have  been  in  the  habits  of  corresponding 
with  her  > 

A.  No,  only  with  Hiss  Taylor,  and  Mr.  Dowler  does 
not  know  Mrs.  Hovenden. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Chance,  a  Stock  Broker  ? 
A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  the  Mr.  Taylor  you  speak  of 
was  Mr.  Chance  >  *  - 

A.  No,  I  know  he  is  not  $  I  know  he  is  Mi .  Taylor. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  a  cncumstance  about  two  or  three 
years  ago,  of  the  Miss  Taylor,  who-  was  examined  at  this 
Bar,  being  about  to  be  married  to  a  Mi.  Knowles  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  n  )t ;  I  know  theie  was  a  young  man  paid 
his  addresses  to  her,  1  believe  a  physician,  but  I  did  not 
know  that  there  was  any  mai  riage  intended ;  I  fancied  she 
had  not  liked  him. 

A.  Do  you  not  know  that  d  d  not  go  on,  on  account  of 
her  name  not  being  Tayloi  ? 

A  No,  I  do  not,  foi  I  know  her  name  is  Taylor,  and 
she  has  five  brothers  in  his  Majesty's  t/nvice,  who  b-ar  the 
same  name  ,  thiee  in  the  Aimy,  and  two  in  the  Navy. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  age  of  Miss  Tayloi  5 — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  suppose  her  more  than  five  or  six  and  twenty  > 

A.  1  c&nnot  tell  any  thing  about  her  age. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mrs.  Tayloi  is  a  widow,  and  not 
a  mained  ^oroan  ? 

A.  'no,  I  do  not,  because  I  know  her  husband. 

Q  Did  you  keep  a  man  cook  at  the  lime  you  lived  in 
Gloucestei  Place  > — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  y<>u  keep  more  than  one  5 

A,  The  man  generally  used  to  b-ing  his  assistant  with 
him  ;  it  is  a  regular  thing  that  when  you  have  a  man  cook, 
that  an  assistant  comes  with  him. 

Qt  You  did  not  keep  a  man  cook  by  the  year  > 
A,  No,  they  staid  a  very  short  time  with  me,  any  one  ; 
his  Royal  Highness  is  veiy  difficult. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[Mr.  Beresford  wished  to  put  a  few  questions 
to  the '  Honourable  Gentleman  who  had 
brought  forward  the  charge.]  / 
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GWYLLYM  LLOYD  WARDLE,  Ess*  was 
examined  in  his  place,  as  follows :  N 

Q.  Have  yon  placed  upon  the  table  of  this  Committer* 
all  the  correspondence  you  have  had  with  Mrs.  Clarke, 
relative  to  the  accusations  you  have  brought  forward  ? 

A.  No,  certainly  not. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  so  to  do  ? 

A.  Yes,  most  assuredly,  I  have  a  very  great  objection. 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  all 
those  letters  which  you  took  from  Mrs.  Clarke  ? 

A>  These  letters  are  already  all  laid  upon  the  table  $  asd 
I  do  assure  the  Honourable  Gentleman^  I  do  not  know 
that  I  have  a  letter  of  Mrs,  Clarke's  at  this  moment  by  me. 

Mrs,  ALICE  CORRl  wat  called  in,  and  examined 
by  the  Committee,  a$  follows : 

Sir  J.ltalL  Are  you  married  to  Mr#  Com  th« 
Music  master     A.  Yes. 

How  long  have  you  been  married  ? 

A.  As  near  as  I  can  recollect,  five  years  next  April, 
0o  you  kno\?  Mrs.  Clarke  ?-*A.  Yes. 

A*  Do  you  recollect  a  conversation  that  passed  between 
Mrs.  Clarke  and  your  husband*  yourself  being  present, 
with  regard  to  certain  papers  which  Mis.  Clarke  expressed 
great  anxiety  to  have  burnt  ? — A.  Very  little. 

Q.  Betate  what  passed  upon  that  occasion,  as  fai  as  you 
recollect  ?  *  * 

A*  I  recollect  Mrs.  Clarke  telling  Mr.  C**iri,  she  was 
just  going  to  him,  that  he  came  very  apiopos,  for  that 
there  had  been  something  satirically  inserted  in  the  news* 
papeis,  something  lelative  to  a  female  Clerk ^  I  cannot 
recollect  the  whole  of  it,  not  thinking  that  1  should  be 
called  here  ;  and  she  begged,  if  there  were  any  letteis, 
Mr.  Corn  would  immediately  bum  them. 

Q.  Were  you  employed  in  burning  them  ? 

A*  Yes,  Mr*  Corri  gave  them  to  me, 

Q.  Did  you  actually  destioy  them  all  i 

A,  Not  then,  I  did  not  destroy  any  of  them  at  the  time  $ 
I  laid  tftem  in  a  box,  and  never  thought  of  them  till  just 
,befoie  this  proceeding  began  ;  I  think  last  Saturday  fort- 
night or  three  weeks,  Mr.  Anthony  Corri,  Son  of  Mr. 
;  Corri. 
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Cknri,  brought  &  newspaper  to  us,  stating  that  his  Father 
would  be  called  to  the  House  of  Commons  ;  it  immedi- 
ately then  came  to  my  mind,  th-it  I  had  those  lefteis  by 
me,  ;and  he  advised  me  to  burn  them  5  and  he  said,  I  had 
better  not  say  any  thing  either  to  his  Father  or  any  body 
else,  but  to  burn  thjm  ;  which  I  dd  tw  ■>  days  afterwards. 

Q.  What  motive  dit|  Mrs.  Claike  assign  for  wishing  to 
have  those  letters  destroyed  ? 

A.  Iruilly  d  >  notknuw  ;  I  cannot  say  j  I  do  not  recol- 
lect it. 

Q.  Did  she  not  express  a  fear  with  respect  to  the  Da  Lie 
of  York  ? 

A%  I  have  fomething  faint  on  my  memory,  but  I  con  Id 
not  (ay  it  positively  j  for  the  conversion  was  diiected  to 
Mr  Oorri,  and  I  overhea«  d  a  word  or  twoj  I  never  thought 
of  being  called  here,  and  therefore  did  not  pay  particular 
attention  to  it ;  I  have  a  very  faint  idea,  but  cannot  re~ 
collect  exactly, 

Q.  Did  any  thing  pass  as  to  the  apprehension  of  the 
Duke's  anger  ? 

A*  1  h'vr,  some  lecollection,  but  I  cannot  positively 
fay  ;  it  was  something  otabe  kind. 

Mr,  Wardle  Q.  Did  you  ever  peruse  the  letters  that 
were  in  your  possession  ? 

A.  1  looked  them  slightly  over  before!  burnt  them. 

Q.  Are  you  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  contents  of 
the  letters  to  speak  positively  as  to  the  subject  ? 

J,  I  cannot  lecollect  one  word  that  was  in  them,  for  I 
was  in  a  \ery  gteat  hurry,  and  very  much  afraid  lest  Mr, 
Corri  should  know  that  i  had  di&obeyed  his  command  in 
riot  bui  mng  the  letters  sooner  5  and  I  burnt  them  as  quick 
as  possible. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[After  waiting  a  considerable  time,  the  Chair- 
man acquainted  the  Committee,  that -Captain 
San  don  was  ready  to  appear  at  the  bar.] 

Captain  HUXLEY  SANDON  being  brought  in, 
in  the  custody  of  the  Servant  at  Arms,  was  exa- 
mined by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

ChanceJIof 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer*  Q,  Have  you  found  the 
paper — A,  i  iiave. 

iJave  you  got  it  wiji  you  ? 

The  Messenger  has  it,  and  every  ©thei  paper  that  I 
had  that  Was  connected  w  th  it, 

GEORGE  WHITTAM,  Esa.  was  examined. by 
the  Committee,  as  follows  ; 

Q.  Wheie  did  you  find  this  paper  ? 

A.  i  found  tins  letter  in  Captain  Sandon's  bureau  ;  this 
is  the  letter,  I  undeistand,  I  was  sent  in  search  ot  paiti- 
cularly. 

Q.  Haye  you  any  other  paper  ? 

A,  There  weie  two  other  letters  of  Mrs,  CJaike'b  in  the 
bureau*  which  Captain  Sandon  put  into  my  hands. 

Q.  Airy  other  letteis  any  where  else  ? 

A.  Here  is  a  bundle  of  letters  of  Mrs.  Clatke's  princi- 
pally ;  they  were  in  this  brown  paper,  and  in  Captain 
Sandon's  bed  room  ;  they  were  taken  out  of  the  paper, 
and  I  sealed  them  up. 

[Mr.  Whittam  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

(To  Captain  Sandon.)    Q.  Look  at  that  paper,  and  see 
whether  it  is  the  paper  you  shewed  to  Major  Tonyn  ? 
A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Is  thai  the  paper  you  received  from  Mrs.  Clarke? 
A^  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  You  received  it  from  her  own  hand  5 
A,  Yes,  she  gave  it  me. 

Q.  Was  any  one  present  at  the  time  ? — A,  I  believe  not. 

[The  Note  was  read.] 

<4/l  have  just  received  Your  Note, 
Addressed                **  and  lonyn'a  business  shall  lemam 
"  George  Farquabar,  Esq."      **ds  u  is  God  bless  you  " 

Q,  Did  not  Colonel  Hamilton  give  you  the  advice 
which  he  had  given  you  before,  either  at  the  British  Cof- 
fee House  or  in  the  street  near  the  Biitish  Coffee  Hous'e, 
on  your  meeting  on  the  Satuulay  ?  - 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  mentioned  any  thing  in 
the  street ;  in  the  Coffee  House  he  could  not,  forthcie 
were  others  in  the  same  box  7  "he  said,  will  you  come  out, 
and  we  went  out.  Q*  Did 
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ft*  Did  he, not  when  you  went  out  ? 
A.  We  went  out  together. 

Ij.  In  the  street  did  he  not  say  something  to  you  upon 
the  subject?-— A.  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

ft.  Did  he  not  desire  you  not  to  destroy  the  papers,  and 
did  you  not  say  that  he  would  be  very  angry  with  you,  for 
that  you  had  destroyed  It  ?— » A*  Never,  to  my  recollection* 

ft.  What  are  the  other  papers  which  you  have  given  in  ? 

A*  They  are  letters  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  me. 

ft.  Are  the^  on  the  subject  of  Major  Tonyn's  business  ? 

A^  Not  precisely  upon  Major  Tonyn's  business  5  upon 
the  Levy,  and  Major  Tonyn'b  business. 

Sir  IV.  W.  Wynne,  ft.  What  is  the  reason  you  denied 
having  possession  of  this  letter  ? 

A.  I  can  urge  nothing  upon  my  behalf ;  and  I  hope  this 
Honourable  House  will  do  me  the  favour  to  excuse  it. 

ft.  Were  you  directed  by  any  person  to  do  so     A.  No. 

ft.  What  motive  had  you  for  so  doing  > 

A.  I  had  no  motive  whatever  j  lam  ashamed  of  myself 
for  my  conduct ;  I  could  have  none. 

Mr.  Simeon,  ft.  When  you  delivered  that  letter  to 
Major  Tony  n   did  you  deliver  it  open  ©r  sealed  ? 

A.  It  was  open. 

Mr.  W.  Smith,  ft.  touhave  stated  that  you  considered 
this  to  be  a  paper  of  no  importance  ;  if  you  considered  it 
to  be  a  paper  ol  no  importance,  assign  any  pos si b*e  motive 
you  could  have  (01  taking  so  much  pains  10  conceal  its  ex- 
istence ? — A.  I  can  urge  nothing. 

ft.  You  must  pei  reive  there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference 
between  being  able  to  urge  an  excuse,  and  bung  able  t© 
assign  a  reason  ;  you  aie  not  deMreci  to  give  an  excuse, 
but  to  assign  any  piobable  reason,  because  it  appears  that 
some  reason  you  mibt  have  had  ? 

A.  lean  urge  no  ieat»on  whatever  for  it. 

ft.  Were  not  you  conscious  that  you  were  tellirjg  & 
falshood  ? 

A.  I  have  already  acknowledged  that  I  am  ashamed  6  „ 
what  I  have  done. 

ft.  Then  do  you  expect  the  Committee  to  believe  that 
you  came  hither  and  told  a  falshood  deliberately,  wbicti 
you  knew  to  be  such  at  the  time,  without  ha? mf  any  «n+» 
live  for  so  doing  ? 

A.  t 
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A.  I  had  no  motiye  whatever  for  d  >rng  so,  bqtj^again 
f>eg  the  House  to  do  me  the  favour  *to  excuse^me' for ftei|fn 5. 
them  that  ialshood, 

&  When  Mis.  Clarke  gave  you  that  letter, t did  she 
tell  you.it  was , written,  by  his  Royal  Highness  the'BjUkeof 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  reco'lect  whether  she  sa$X  it  wai 
written  by  him,'  but  she  said  it  came  from  him/ 

Do  you  know  the  hand- writing  of  the  Duke  of  York? 

A.  I  never  saw  it  in  my  l.fe,  to  my  recollection^ 

Did  Mrs.  Clatke  at  any  time  express  any  anxiety  to 
recover  the  letter  she  had  intrusted  to  yon  * 

A.  No,  she  nevei  mentioned  it,  and  I  never  heard  any 
thing  more  about  it. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  hand-writing  of  Mrs. 
Clarke  ?— J.  Yes. 

Q.  Does  it  appear  to  you  that  the  note  in  question  is  the 
hand-writing  of  Mis.  Clarke  > — A,  No,  it  does  not. 

Have  you  had  any  communication  with  any  other 
person  on  the  subject  ot  the  production  or  non-production 
of  that  letter  in  this  place  ? — A.  None. 

tl.  Who  is  George  Faiquhar,  Esq.  to  whom  the  letter 
isf directed  * — A*  1  really  have  no  knowledge  who  he' is. 

You  staled  before,  that  Mrs.  Claike  was  used  t<$ 
write**  ^different  hands,  do  you  now  assert  that  ? 

J,  In  |he  letters  that  are  there  you  will  find  a  vast  va- 
riation in  tl?e  hand.  * 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mrs.  Clarke  write  ? — jf.  Repeatedly, 

^c§ltpu!4yoii  know  her  hand*  writing  if  you  saw  it  ? 

jfr*  Yes,  ft h ink  I  should^ 

Do  you  or  do  you  not  know  who  wrote  that  letter  ? 

A*  J^o*  |/eally  do  not. 

In  tffe^cpurse  pf  your  long  acquaintance  with  Mrs* 
Clarke,  and  youi  communication  with  her  upon  business, 
d^l  she  ever,  upon  any  other  occasion,  communicate  to 
^ou  a  note  from  the  Duke  ol  York  ? — A.  Never. 

Q,  S&e®e*er  communicated  a  note  from  the  Duke  of 
Yorfe  on  any  business  but  this  ? — A.  Never,  } 

^  Qm  yoa  rjecpllect  what  saidimon  communicating 
tK^aoJe ,  ^et^er  Jt  w,as  communicated  w  \k  any  caution 
to  4$t  or^not  to^cbrimumca^e  k  tq  other*  ?  _ 

A.  No,*  cannot  recolleet  any  thi  ng  of  the  Ciicumstance, 

Kq.  2X,~ V-  St.  Q  0.  Dk 
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Q.  DiayMrs.  Clarke,  or  any  other  person,  ever  desire 
you  to  destroy  the  letter  in  question?— A.  Never. 

Q,  You  j  have  stated  that  you  have  seen  Mrs.  Clarke 
write  diffeient  hands,  did  you  ever  see  her  write  different 

Then  what  do  you  mean  by  saying  sfie  writes  ift 
yarioush^^, 

A.  In  the  lej:tqrs  addressed  to  me,  which  are  now  before 
the  House,  there  is  a  yaiiety  in  the  hands.        „  y 
\  [The  Witness  was  taken  from  the  Bar. 

Mrs.  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  in  ;  and 
the  Note  delivered  in  by  the  l^st  Witness  being 
shewn  to  her,  she  was  examined  bv  the  Com- 
mittee, asifpllows: 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  JJo  you  recollect 
ever  seeing  that  papel*  before  ? 

A.  1  suppose  I  must  have  seen  it  befoie,  for  it  is  his 
Uoyal  Highness's  writing!' 

Q,  What  reason  have  yon  to  suppose  you  have  seen 'it 
before  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  how  it  could  have  got  into  that  man's 
possession  unless  I  gave  it  to  him,  and  It  was  a  direction  I 
used  very  often  to  get  from  hib  Royal  Highness,  u  George 
Farquhar,  Esq." 

Q.  Do  you  now  recollect  having  given' to  xCajftairi  San- 
don  a  letter  upon  this  subject  > 

*  A.  No*  I  do  not,  cor  do  I  recollect  giving  him  that ; 
but  I  think  I  must  have  g'ven  it  to  him,  becau  e  it  must 
have  been  in  my  p  >ssession  first. 

Q.  Do  you  always  write  the  same  kind  of  hand  ? 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  say  how  1  write,  I  generally^write 
in  a  gieat  hurry, 

[Two  hills  Wing  shewn  to'the  Witness\ — Those  are  the'fcwo 
for  which  Captain  Th  mipson  was  arrested  the  other  day. 

Q.  Are  they  both  youi  hand- writing. 
1    /L  Yes,  guiding  my  mother'^  hand ;  tliey  were  both 
Wore  trie  Court  Mamal. 

<£,  Were  tfaey  both,  guiding  your  mothers  hand  * 
jff  ,yoii  read  the  Minutes  of  the  Court  Martial/  you 
will  see. 

Q.  Were 
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Q*  Were*  they  both,  guiding  youf  mother's:  hand  ? 
A.  Y'cV^I  think  they  were. 

Q.  Did  your  mother  hold  the  pen  and  you  guide  "'her 
hattt),  when  you  wrote  both  those  ? 

A.  It  was  the  general  way  in  which  I  liad  done- with, 
lier,  'for 'these  four  years. 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact,  on  that  occasion,  guidfc 
your  mother's  hand  when  she  held  the  pen  ? 

4*  Yes>  I  did. 

Q.  And  in  both  of  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  1  believe,  I  did-';  it  had  qtiite*,her  sanction. 
J  do  not  ask  whether  you  Kad  the  authority  of  your 
mothei  to  draw  these  bills  in  your  mother's  name,  but 
whether  you  can  now  recollect  that  your  mother  held  the 
pen  while  you  guided  her  hand  in  writing  both  those 
diafls  ?— A*  What  would  be  the  insinuation  if  she  did  not } 

Q.  You  must  answer  the  question  ? 

A.  Then  I  must  answer  to  the  bebt  of  my  recollection  : 
my  mother  was  in  the  room  at  each  time,  and  IMi. 
Manners  $  you  thijak,  perhaps,  there  is  a  difference  in  the 
hand- writing. 

(&,  You  rnasjt  answei  the  question, ? 

^4.  I  am  not  quite  positive,  but  I  dare  say  I  d'd,  f  i  I 
she  was  privy  to  both,  and  was  in  the  room  when 
fx)th  weie  done  $  but  there  was  something  irregular  on  the 
fyack  abou^  the  indorsement)  peihaps  you  wish  t6  make 
it  appear  a  forgery. 

f£;,$ffI  do  not  aim  at  any  such  object,  but  wish  to  know 
^^he^you  can  take  upon  yourself  to  state  that  those 
bills  were  both  written  with  your  mother's  hand,  you 
guiding  it  ? — A.  I  am  positive  as  to  one. 
&  Which  ?  ,  , 

A.  I  cannot  say  which  ;  if  I  had  been  at  all  terrified 
about  the  bills  from  any  thing  impiopei  in  theov  I  should 
h&ve,  got  them  out  oi  the  way.  ^  , 
x  Q.  Do  you  write  the  same  kind  of  hand  when  you  pre 
guiding  youi;  mother's  hand  as  when  you  wr,ite  youi  own  > 
A,  Very  nearly,  only  that  I  do  nb,t  write  so  o^uick  jw!>eri 
lam  with  kerf;I  havedoue  it  hVe  hundred  vtmies/;  she 
.cannin  write  without  a  g'^o>,  not  lately  •  it  must.be  my 
own  Writing,  because  she' has  very  little  use  df  herfvand> 
^aeie/ore  it  is  my  writing,  and  not  her's. 

0  2  Q.  Doeh, 
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Q  Does  not  the  fact  of  your  having  your  naothei's  hand 
rn  your  own,  white  guiding  the  pen*  make  a  difference 
in  the  appearance  of  the  letter  ? 

A  It  is  very  likely  that  it  may,  1  never  attended  to  it , 
it  "has  generally  oeen  something  short  where  hei  hand  was 
used,  such  as  signing  her  name,  or  halt  a  dozen  words. 

Q  Look  at  these,  and~see  if  both  are  rot  written  in 
Ibat  way  with  the  same  hand  f 

A  1  really  cannot  say,  I  do  not  see  much  difference 
between  them ;  I  should  rather  think  this  one  was  the 
4ne,  it  it  was  either,  if  I  did  write  it  alone,  this  dated 
July,  that  js  the  quickest  writing,  it  seem§  as  if  it  was 
dorfe  quicker  than  the  other 

Q  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not  see  much  diffeience 
between  the  writing  of  those  two  notes  ? 

A.  It  dqes  not  strike  me  there  is  a  great  deal  of  differ- 
ence ;  1  nave  seen  the  notes  before,  and  I  believe  madenearjy 
the  y^me  obsei v<ition* ,  and  it  I  was  at  all  conscious  of 
an)  th.ng  improper  in  them,  I  certainly  should  have  paid 
them  before,  foi  I  dare  say  I  have  had  it  m  my  power. 

Q,  Do  you  ever  write  different  hands  * 

A  No,  I  do  not  know  that  I  d  \  I  do  not  pay  any  at- 
tention to  it ,  other  people  are  the  best  judges 

lQ>  Js  the  indorsement  of  the  note  that  js  indorsed,  in 
your  hand- writing  ? 

A  No,  n  was  done  the  same ,  my  mother  was  hydatid 
I4guided  'ifei  »ha»d 

Q  That  is  guided  toa  > 

A  Yes,- it  is  upon  the  same  bill,  and  Mr*  Manners  was 
,hy  both  "times,  audi  believe  he  was  not  much  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  bill  drawing  up  than  ourselves,  which 
made  something  mcoirect  here,  n  ;r  was  Captain  Thomp- 
son, to  whom  he*  gave  them  as  Paymaster, 

Q  Have  you  ever  imitated  other  hand-writings  ? 

Al  ^N#|  you  do  not  mean  that  I  imitated  the  Duke  of 
York's* 

Q.  Have  you  fev%r  lmit* ted  any  hand- writing  * 
m  ^5'4Nd,Afftvt  to*  make  any  use  of  it ,  I  might,  with  two 
oi  three  women,  laughing,  or  any  thing  iu that w&yf «tmi- 
rate  a  hand>  but  ndtt  o  make  any  us£  of  it  whateVe&j  not 
t^  Send  it  out  ever* 

Qt  Rem 
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Q.  You  have  done  it,  to  see  whether  yon  could  do  it  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  done  it,  bin  it  is  very  of- 
ten; =when  women  are  wntipg,  that  they  might  say, 
Come  you  write  a  hand,  and  see  whethet  it  as.  like  any 
one's  hand  j  I  have  done  it  lately  j  several  of  us  were1 
sitting  together,  and  we  were  playing  at  some  kind  of 
game  ;  perhaps  there  might  be  some  bad  construction  put 
upon  that,        '  , 

Q.  Wkat  have  you  done  ? 

A,  I  have  said,  4  is  not  this  like  such  a  sort  of  hand/ 
and*  ( that  like  such  a  sort  oi  hand.' 

Q.  What  soit  of  bands  weieyou  Imitating  at  that  time, 
when  you  asked,  4  whether  it  was  like  this  soit  of  hand" 
or  *  that  sort  of  hand"?' 

A.  I  do  not  know  ;  it  is  very  ridiculous  to  mention  here 
I  think.  Theie  is  a  game  you  play  at,  you  put  down  a 
man's  name  and  then  a  woman's,  and  where  they  are,  and 
what  they  are  doing,  and  then  make  a  long  roll  of  it. 

Q.  Is  it  a  part  ©t  the  game  to  imitate  the  hand- writing 
of  the  man  whose  name  you  put  down  ? 

A.  No,  but  it  is  very  likely  when  you  have  written  a 
man's  name  tasay,  «  it  is  very  like  the  way  in  which  he 
writes  it  himself;'  or,  when  speaking  of  a  woman,  '  it 
vety_  like  the  way  in  which  she  writes  her's,'  if  they 
should  b©  friends  whom  you  name. 

Q,  Is  it  any  part  of  the  skill  in  that  game  to  write  the 
name  as  nearly  resembling  the  hand- writing  of  the  person 
whose  name  it  is  as  possible  ? 

A.  No,  Ishou'd  think  not  5  I  wrote,  without  knowing 
it,  something  in  the  office  here,  that  I  was  told  was  very 
like  the  writing  of  a  person  here. 

Q.  Whose  writing  did  they  say  it  was  like  ?  -  " 

A.  They  said  it  was  like  the  Speaker's  hand*  * 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  person's  hand-writing  that  ydo 
have  resembled  * 

A*  It  was  accident,  I  never  saw  his  writing. 

Q.  Have  you  neyei  told  any  body  that  you  could  imi- 
tate the  hand-wuting  of  any  one  > 

A*  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  hav&j  there  was  a 
story  went  about  that  I  had  forged  for  two  thousand" 
pounds  with  the  Duke  of  York's  signature,  "  Frederick,'  • 
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tut  I  never  did,  I  never  signed  bis  name  in  my  life,  Ex- 
cept when  he  has  been  there,  ami  we  have  been  tryir/g, 
together,  how  near  I  could  write  to  him  and  he  to  me.  ' 

Q.  Yon  have  tn,ed  sometimes  to  see  how  near  you- 
•puld  write  to  the  Duke  of  York  > 

A.  Yes,  but  I  never  did  it  but  when  he  was  by. 
r  Q.  Could  you  write  very  neai  him  when  you  tried  ? 

A,  1  do  not  kn^w.  he  is  the  best  judge  of  that ;  I  be- 
lieve if  he  was  asked,  he  would  not  say  I  bad  ever  made  use 
of  his  name  m  any  writing. 

Q.  In  i^omt  of  fact,  when  you  did  attempt  to  write  like 
liim>  did  you  succeed      A.  I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  You  know  his  hand  w  n  ting  •* 

A.  Yes,  he  fancied  if  was  a  gieat  deallke  his,  signe# 
Fredeiick  ;  that  was  a  J  I  ever  attempted  about  it. 
Q.  Do  you  know  a  peisop  cf  the  name  ot  Town  } 
A\6  Ye&,  I  do,  a  velvet  pai titer. 
Q  Did  he  etd  instruct  yo4u  m  velvet  pa  nting  ? 
A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q,  Do  not  you  recollect  having  toM  him,  that  you 
thought  you  probably  imgh,t  make  cons  dtrable  proficiency 
in  that  ait,  as  you  made  gieat  proficiency  in  wiiting,  and 
copying  hand- writings  ? 

A*  No,  I  never  t  >ld  him  any  such  thing  ;  you  will  re- 
collect he  is  a  Jew  :  n  is  ndicuious. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  you  never  said  any  such  thing  ? 

A*  No,  1  should  ne^ei  have  said  such  a  thing  to  such  a 
man. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  write  in  his  picsence  ? 

A.  I  d  »  not  know  j  he  used  to  be  with  me  a  good  deal 
in  the  morning  when  I  was  learnmg  the  v  Ivet  painting, 
and  it  is  very  probable  I  might  have  been  writing  to  many 
persons  when  he  was  theie  $  besides,  he  was  to  have  got  3 
Ipan  for  the  Duke  of  Y~oik  from  Jew  King,  but  his  Royal 
Highness  would  not  have  any  thing  to  do  with  him  when 
he  found  they  were  Jews,  when  Town  went  to  him  $  but 
I  do  not, know  that  it  was  Jew  King  at  the  time  5  he  told 
me  it  was  a  regular  gentleman. 

Q,  Did  you  ever,  in  a  playing  way,  attempt  to  imitate 
the  hand-wilting  of  the  I)uke  oi  York  ? 

A»  I 
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Ji.  I  do  not  think  I  dki  to  him* 
Q.  Not  to  Mr.  Town     A.  No. 
Q.  Have  you  to  any  one  else  ? 
;  4*  I  do  not  think  I  have,  bnt  he  has  seen  a  £reat  many 
Ladies,  when  he  ha,s  been  with  me  rn  a  morning,  and  if  he? 
listened  to  any  of  our  conversation,,  and  made  1  emeries- 
upon  it  three  01  four  years  afterwards,  I  cannot  say  a^y 
thing  U  such  a  thing  ;  the  only  question  is,  to  ascertain 
whether  I  ever  did  make  use  ol  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  namej1 
it  I  had  I  am  suie  it  would  have  been  against  me  long 'be* 
foiethisj  perhaps  he  might  have  stolen  something  that, 
might  have  been  lying  about  the  house. 
Q.  That  Town  might  ? 
At  Yes,  he  might,  very  likely. 
Q.  Some  of  this-  wjitmg,  perhaps** 
A.  He  might  have  take  papers  away  peihaps,  and 
thought  they  might  have  been  the  Duke  of  York's  ;  I  be- 
lieve he  had  a  note  of  introduction  ftom  me  to  the  Duke 
before  he  h,ad  seen  these  people  about  the  money. 

Q.  D.d  you,  in  his  presence,  evei  imitate  any  other 
person's  hand-writing  but  the  Duke's  > 

4*  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  did  at  all  in  his  pie-ence. 
Q.  But  he  may  have  been  in  the  room  when  you  drd 
this  with  o'hei  Ladie1,  and  have  overhea  d  you  ? 

A.  Perhaps  he  might ;  fee  has  been  there  three  or  four 
hours  of  a  morning. 

Q.  He  may  have  been  in  the  room  when  you  were  with 
ether  Ladies,  and  have  overheard  the  c  nv  rsation  which 
passed  between  yourself  and  youi  visitors  * 

A.  Perhaps  he  might  $  1  did  not  stick  to  the  piinting, 
and  perhaps  in  the  morning  persons  might  call  upon  me. 

[The  note  being  again  shewn  to  the  Witness.] 

Q.  Look  at  the  seal  of  that  note ;  do  you  know  that 

*  A.  It  is  the  Duke  of  York's  private  seal ;  I  iare^feay  I 
have  many  like  it  at  home.  N  1 

Q.  What  is  the  inscription  upon  it  * — A.  Never  absent. 
Q.  Is  the  motto  in  French  m  'English  ?* — At:  Tn^Frencii, 
'      Who  is  George  Farquhai  ? 

A.  There 
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A*  Therejs  no  such  person  In'  existence,  I  believe; 
was  one  of  my  brothers  $  I  lost  two  in  the  Nav'y^  arid  that 
was  one  of  tnem, 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  to  have  received  that  letter 
which  you  state  to  be  in  the  hand-wiiting  of  the  Duke  ot 
York  ?, 

A*  Npj  but  I  must  have  received  it  becaufe  it  is  ad- 
dressed to  me,  and  it  is  his  Royal  Highnes's  writing ;  I 
do  not  think  he  <*ver  wrote  to  any  othei  peison  under  the 
name  of  George  Farquhar  but  me. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  applied  at  any  time  to  his 
Royal  Jfiighness,  to  suspend  the  promotion  of  Major 
Tonyn  ? 

A,  14ft  not  recollect  that  I  did,  it  is  a  long  while  ago  • 
if  it  is  meant  that  I  wrote  that  note  of  his  Royal^High- 
ness's,  I  dare  sav  he  will  not  deny  it  if  it  is  shewn  to  him  $ 
I  have  seals  that  will  exactly  match  with  it  on  other  letters 
of  his  own.     if  i 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  application  to  his  Royal  High-* 
Bess  which  could  have  given  rise  to  an  answer  similar  to 
that  contained  in  the  note  Whicl\  has  been  read  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  about  it. 

<J).  You  do  not  undei  stand  to  what  the  contents  of  that 
note  allude  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not;  foi  I  have  quite  foigotten  it ;  I  think 
Captain  Sandon  must  have  taken  it  out  of  the  house  with- 
out my  permission.  . 

Q.  Did  His  Royal  Highness  at  any  time  leave  that  pri-» 
vate  seal  in  )6ui  possession  * 

A.  No  ;  he  has  that  and  another  that  he  used  to  use. 

Q.  You  said  that  you  had  several  impressions  of  the 
same  seal  in  your  possession  3  are  those  impressions  un—' 
broken  ? — A.  No,  ceitainly  not. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  you  have  no  impression  ©f  the  Duke's 
seal  unbroken  in  }oui  possession  > 

A*  I  do  not  know  $  I  should  rather  think  not  5  I  was 
always  inclined  to  read  what  he  sent  to  me. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  you  have  not  any  impression  of 
the  Duke's  seal  unbroken  in  your  possession  ? 

A.  Do  you  mean  if  I  had  torn  the  letter,  and  not  broken 

the  seal  i  j 

Q.  It 
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It  is  not  necessary  to  break  tire  seal  to  open  the  fetter  ? 

A.  I  daresay  I  hav<e  many  riot  broken,  that  you  might 
very/easily  disunguish  to  be  the  same  seal  as  ths>t. 

<j)'Did  the  Duke  wear  this  seal  to  his  watch  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know,  I  ana  sure  j  I  believe  not* 

Mr.  Husky  ion.  Q.  Jsrthe  reason  you  have  for  guiding 
your  mother's  hand  when  she  writes,  your  mother's  hand 
being, so  unsteady  that  bhe  cannot  write  without  somebody- 
guiding  hei  hand  ? 

A.  Yes ;  she  cannot  hold/her  hatid  steady  art  all. 

Q.  You  believe  that  one  ol  those  bills  was  wtitten'by 
your  mother  -holding  the  pen,  and  you  guidtng  her  hand  ? 

A,  I  guided  altogether  enthely  5  in  fact,  it  is  nay  own1 
writing  entirely  whenever  I  make  use  of  her  hand. 

Q.  The  whole  body  of  the  bill  as  well  as. the  signature  ? 

A.  Yes^  it  is  my  wiiting  more  than  my  mother's* 

Q.  She  held  the  pen  and  you  guided  her  hand  ? 

A*  J  do  not  know  whether  she  held,  the  pen,  but  I  am 
in  the  habit  of  doing  these  sort  of  things  when  levant  my' 
mother's  name,  but  I  never  did  any  thing  without  her 
sanction  at  all. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question  at  all* 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  you  might  insinuate ;  the  bills 
have  been  already  before  the  Court  Martial,  and  I  dare  say 
they  made  as  many  obseivations  as  possible  upon  them, 
and  if  I  ha4  been  at  all  alarmed  I  should  not  have  allowed 
them  to  continue  so  long ;  but  I  believe  this  has  nothing) 
to  do  with  the  question  before  the  House* 

Q,  Do  ypu  wish  this  Committee  to  understand  that  voir 
wiote  these  bills,  or  your  mother  ? 

A.  You  may  say'I  wrote  them. 

Q.  And  her  hand  was  not  guided  by  you  ? 

A*  If  her  hand  is  in  mine,  and  I  guide,  I  write  it,  and 
not  hew 

Q.  When  you  guide  your  mother's  hand  your  mother? 
has  the  pen  in  her  hand,  has  she  not ? — A,  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  only^move  her  hand  and  guide  it  ? 

A.  How  do  you  know  but  what  I  move  the  pen  ;  if  she* 
takes  the,  pen  up,,  ^should  take  it  down  lower,  perhaps.  - 

Q.  I  'do  not  know  ,it,  I  wish  to  know  it, 

A*  Tlien  y$\\  shall  see  us  wi  Ue  at  my  tunc. 

u^  Q.  Did 
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@*»Bid  you  hoM  thevpen  or  not  ? 

A.  I  forget  j  there  are  the  bills,  and  I  forget  all  about 
ill  em.  u 

Then  you  holding  the  pen,  you  wish  the  Committee 
to  understand  that  in  so  iar  you  wrote  both  these  ? 

A.  As  you  please. 

[The  Cbaifms.i  directed  the  Witness  to  answer 
the  question.] 

A.  I  have  answeied  k>  that  is  all  difference  of  opinion, 

Q.  Then  you  holding  the  pen,  you  wish  the  Committee 
1o  understand,  that  in  so  far  you  wrote  b  >th  these  ? 

A.  I  fancy  I  baid  I  did  not  write  them  both. 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact  write  them  both,  oi  only  one, 
and  did  your  mother  w  rite  the  othei  ? 

A.  I  tell  you  it  is  impossible  for  her  to  write. 
•  what  do  you  ascribe  the  marked  differencs  in  the 

hand- writing  of 'these  two  bills  ? 

v  J.  They  do  not  strike  me  as  1)eing  very  different,  liut 
I  certainly  cannot  write  so  veiy  quick  when  I  am  writing 
with  my  mother's  hands  as  with  my  own, 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not  see  any  difference  in 
t^e  handr writing  and  stgnatuie  of  these  two  bills  f 

A.  No,  if  you  weie  to  see  the  difference  in  my  letters, 
if  you  see  a  dozen  of  mv  letters  you  will  see  them  all  differ- 
ent ;  you  would  see  a  difference  in  each. 

If  you  guide  your  mother's  hand,  that  hand  being 
so  unsteady,  must  there  n^t  be  some  unsteadiness  in  what 
is  wntten  undei  that  guidance  ? 

A.  No,  it  is  entirely  my  own  wiiting,  a) though  I  ^pTde 
her  hand. 

Q,  Then^both  these  bills  are  entirely  your  hand- writing  ? 

A*  If  you  please  to  undeistand  that,  you  may  ;*  tout  I 
had  tlie  use  of  my  mother's  hand,  and  they  are  my  writing 
then. 

ft.  You  have  stated  the  signature  to  the  bill!  of  the  26th 
©tMay,  signed  "E  Farquhar,"  was  ydur  mother's  writing; 
under  your  guidance  oi  her  hand,  and  that  tfiat  explains 
the  difference  in  the  hand  to  the'Signature  of  the  two  bills  ? 

A,  I  did  not  say  it  explained  the  difference  in  the  wuttng. 

ft.  Yoa 
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il.  You.  have  stated,  jihat  th$  endorsement  o£  the*i]l 
^which  is  endorsed  was  mau^by  your  mother,,  you?  guiding 
her  bati&'i'-lA.  Yes. 

Q.  Look  at  the  bills  again. 

It  is  no  use  looking  at  them,,  I  have  looked  at  tfeer^i 
before. 

Look  aft  them  again  y  look  at, the  signature  of  the 
pill  of  the  20th  of  May,  and  at  the  signature  of  the  bill 
of  the  15th  of  July,  and  at  the  indorsement  of  that  bill, 
and  endeavour  to  state,  if  you  can,  whether  they  are,  all 
written  by  the  same  hand  r 

A,  They  are  all  written  by  the  same  harJd?  because  they 
are  written  by  mine  and  by  my  mother's. 

Q.  Can  you  give  no  other  explanation  of  the  dTfierertce 
in  the  appearance  in  that  writing  * — A.  No,  I  cannot. , 

Mr.  Beresfcrd.    Q.  Did  Major  Tonyn  lodge  iti  the  hariai* 
of  a  third  person  five  hundred  guineas,  five  hundred  pouhcls 
of  whxh,  after  he  was  Gazetted,  went  to  y6ufself,  #nd 
twenty -five  pounds  to  Mr.  Donovan  ? 
,  A.  I  did  not  state  any  such  thing,  tfor  I  did*n6t  know 
what  Mr.  Donovan  haa\;  I  only  stated  what  I  haa  myself 
Q.  What  had  you  yourself  >—y/.  What  1  said  before. 
Q.  Was  that  five  hundred  pounds  ? — A,  Yes. 
Q.  Was  it  not  natural  for  you,  as  y«u  knew  you  were 
to  receive  five  hundred  pounds  to  huiry  the  Gazetting  of 
Major  Tonyn*  as  much  as  you  could  > 

A.  Not  if  there  weie  any  chcumstance»  against  it.  v 
Did  you  not  wibh  that  Major  Tonyn  should  be  Ga- 
zetted, in  order  that  you  might  get  the  five  hundied  pounds? 
{A.  In  the  end  I  d.d. 

A,  If  you  had  written  any  letters  to  the  Duke  of  York 
on  the  subject,  with  that  wish  in  youi  mind,  -would  it  not 
have  been  a  lettei  to  urge  the  Gazetting  of  Major  Tonyn  ? 

Af  J  dp  not  recollect  writing  him  any  letter,  nor  do  I 
recollect  having  any  any  answer  about  it  in  wnting. 

'  Qf  If  you  had  written  to  the  Duke  of  York  Uj  on  the 
M^bject^  wou!4  you  not  have  been  more  likely  to  have 
wiit,ten  to  hasten  the  Gazetting  of  Major  Tonyn  than  to 
delay  it  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  ^ 

[The  Witness  war,  diiected  to  withdraw. 
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The  Chancellor  _of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  best  course  would  be,  in  this  proceeding, 
to  call  Colonel  Gordon  to  speak  to  this  letter  ;  but 
he  had  not  procured  his  attendance  on  that  night, 
because  he  had  doubted  whether  the  letter  could 
.be  got  at ;  but  at  all  events  these  letters  must  be 
submitted  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  the  business 
^could  not  then  be  finished. 

The  House  resumed— the  Chairman  reported — and 
the  Committee  was  ordered  to  proceed  iu  the  inves- 
tigation this  day* 

The  letters  were  refeired  to  the  same  Select  Com- 
mittee as  the  last  packet. 

Mr.  Barham  moved  that  the  letters  should  be 
sealed  up  for  the  night. — Ordered. 

Mr.  Town  and  Colonel  Gordon  were  ordered  to  be 
summoned  to  attend  the  Committee. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  effects  of  the  oflence  of  Captain  Sandon  had  been 
mitigated  by  the  cucumstance  of  the  letter  having 
been  found,  but  still,  as  he  had  been  guilty  of  gross 
prevarication,  he  moved  that  he  be  committed  to 
Newgate,  and  the  House  would  afterwaids  consider 
what  clemency  could  be  extended  to  him. 

Captain  HuxJey  Sandon  was  accordingly  ordered 
to  be  committed  to  Newgate. 

[The  Chairman  was  directed  to  report  to  the 
House  the  Papers  which  had  been  brought 
from  Captain  tiuxley  Sandon's,  and  to  move 
for  a  Committee  to  inspect  them  ;  and  to  ask 
leave  to  sit  again.] 

[Adjourned  at  Four  o'Cfaqk. 
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.>  ¥&*DAYr  the  17th  of  FjebriTar^t. 

"Previously  to  any  other  business  of  this  Day,  Mr, 
JLeacU  brought  up  the  repon  of  the  Select  Com- 
fejttee*  "appointed  the  preceding  night  by  the  Com« 
tifitte"e  of  the  Whole  Houae,  to  examine  the  letters 
and  papers  that  had  been  brought  fiom  Captain  San- 
don V  lodgings,  and  toieport  theii  opinion  thereon. 
The  report  Stated,  that  the  Committee  thought  the 
papers'  all  Relevant  to  the  inquiry  before  the  House. 

Lord  PViliCstonb  having  moved  "  that  the-order 
of  the  day  be  read  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee,  to  continue  the  investigation  of  the 
conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York." 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  ac- 
cordingly, 

[Mr.  Whaiiton  in  the  Chair,] 

Mr.  Adams  said,  that  he  .wished  some  of  the 
maid  servants  who  attended  Mrs.  Clarke  in  Glou- 
cester-place should  be  summoned  to  prove  whether 
they  saw  the  list  of  recommendations  of  Officers 
which  Mrs.  Clarke  said  she  was  in  the  habit  of  pin- 
ning up  at  the~head  of  her  bed,  and  which  the  Duke 
of  York  used  to  take  down  every  morning.  He 
thought  they  should  be  examined  on  this  point. 

Mr.  Whitbread  thought  that  it  would  be  to 
no  purpose  ;  as  no  doubt  the  maids  would  say  they 
never  saw  it  in  the  morning,  and  Mrs.  Claike  would 
fcay  she  never  pinned  it  up  till  night. 

Th^  Chairman  informed  to  the  Corn  mi  ttee,  that 
he,  in  his  official  capacity,  had  received  a  letter 
from  Lieutenant  Colonel  Tucker  on  the  subject  df 
this  inquiry,  which  he  would  beg  leave  to  read. 

„e  T^fie^Letter  s  ated,  m  substance  that  Colonel  Tucker  and  h;s  Brother 
hift^btauled  rh^ir  military  promotion  by  the  moso  fatr  and  equitable 
means,  and  repiobated  every  idea  of  collusion  or  undu~  influence  1a 
their  advancement  to  their  respective  rank  in  the  anny ;  it  desired  also 
that  this  statement  might  have  as  much  publicity  as  possible. 

Sir  A*  Wellesley  rose  for  the  purpose  of  pay- 
fing^a  §ust  tribute  to  the  talents  and  services  of  the 
Officer  in  question.    He  had  known  him  particularly 
No.  XX.- V.  2.  P  well 
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well  In  Portugal,  and  certainly  esteemed  him  a  very 
meritorious  Officer.  He  was  the  mote  willing  to 
st>ate  this,  as  he  had  many  communications  with 
the  Officer's  family;  and  he  believed,  that  at  ttie 
time  Colonel  Tucker  was  about  to  be  promoted,  se- 
veral applications  had  been  made  to  him  offering  ad- 
vancement, by  money-brokers,  which  that  Officer 
spurned  at  with  becoming  contempt.  He  knew  that 
Colonel  Tucker  got  his  promotions  properly,  and  all 
by  brevet  rank.  (Hear!) 

Lord  Temple  was  happy  to  add  his  mite  to  the 
applause  of  the  gallant  General  as  to  the  brother 
who  had  fallen,  and  he  was  sure  the  same  justice 
would  be  done  to  the  living  brother.  He  would 
move  that  the  letter  should  be  entered  on  the  Mi- 
nutes. 

Lord  Folks  tone  was  inclined  perfectly  to  £o~ 
incide  with  the  opinions  of  those  who  had  preceded 
him  as  to  the  ments  of  the  two  Officers  ;  he  appre* 
hended  the  name  of  Tucker  had  been  placed  in  the 
evidence  improperly  for  that  of  Trotter, 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  objected  to  the  letter's  be- 
ing entered  on  the  minutes,  as  it  could  not  possibly 
be  evidence. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought 
that  no  objection  could  be  urged  except  as  to  the 
identity  of  the  writing  ;  many  letters  had  been  put 
on  the  minutes  on  as  slight  grounds. 

Mr. Sturges  Bourne  observed  that  one  serious 
charge  (that  of  Colonel  French)  was  entirely 
grounded  on  similar  evidence* 

Lord  Temple  considered,  that  if  the  writing  waj> 
first  proved,  the  difficulty  would  be  done  away, 
[This  motion  was  deferred  until  some  person 
wag  found  who  could  prove  the  writing. 

Mr.  Wardlb  here  read  a  letter  which  he  had 
received  from  Mm  Taylor  relative  to  ha-r  tegti- 
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«  Sir, 

Si  Mrs  Hovenden  has  chosen  to  tew  some  infer'  nces  unkvourdble 
to  Pie  m  her  evidence.  I  have  only  to  say,  that  she  visaed  me  once  at 
Bayswatet  and  once  at  Dalby  Ten  ace  She  has  saiU  she  would  not 
place  her  daughter  ttndei  my  care.  I  do  not  know  whether  s]u  w  ou1<4 
do  that  or  not;  but  I  know  the  Sent  her  niece,  of  the  age  otrouitoeu 
years,  on  a  visit  to  me. 

"  ANN-IS  TAYLOR  •» 

Mr.  Wardle  did  not  desire  this  to  be  placed 
upon  the  minutes. 

The  Chancbllob  of  the  Exchequer  wished 
now  that  some  person  should  be  called  forward 
prove  the  Dake  of  York's  writing. 

Lord  Folkestone  said,  that  he  heard  Mrs. 
Clarke  had  various  letters  now  to  produce  with  seal* 
unbroken,  similar  to  that  which  was  appended  to 
the  private  note  of  the  Duke  of  York,  which  was 
found  in  the  bureau  of  Captain  Sandon. 

Mr.  Yorjce,  said,  the  only  reason  why  he  had 
asked  about  the  unbroken  seal  was,  that  if  th# 
writing  had  been  forged,  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  forging  the  seal. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  no 
objection,  if  it  was  thought  necessary,  to  confirm 
the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  _ 

Mr.  VV.  Smith  wished  to  know,  whether  the 
Honourable  Member  intended  to  found  any  proT 
ceedmg  upon  the  letter  of  Miss  Taylor  ;  he  tnought 
her  case  was  a  peculiarly  hard  one  ;  he  did  not  see 
why  any  shadow  of  disgrace  should  attaqh  to  her 
(cries  of  IJea?  and  Order).  "  I  should  imagine  (said 
Mr.  Smith)  that  when  any  man  rises  in  this  House 
to  advocate  the  cause  of  an  unprotected  female,  he 
should  be  suffered  to  proceed." 
_The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought 
the  Honourable  Gentleman  was  proceeding  in  a 
disorderly  course.  If  he  thought  Miss  Taylor  had 
been  treated  severely,  he  should  have  noticed  it  at 
the  time,  and  not  now,  after  such  an  interval:  if 
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this  proceeding  was  allowed,  the  consequence  would 
be,  tivflt  those  wno  wereacciised  must  defend  them* 
selves^  and  thus  tlie  time  of  the  House  would  be 
wasted, 

Mr."  Smith  thought  that  the  time  of  Miss  Tay- 
lor's letter  being  read  was  the  most  proper  for  him 
to  make  his  remark  on  the  subject,  and  he  only- 
wished  to  know  whether  any  proceeding  was  in- 
tended to  be  founded  on  her  letter:  however,  as  the 
liouse  did  not  seem  inclined  to  entertain  the  sub- 
ject, he  was  not  anxious  to  press  it. 

COLONEL  GORDON  was  called  in,  and  examined 
by  the  Commiitee,  as  follows : 

-  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q.  I  need  n^t  as&  you 
whethei  you  are  acquainted  with  the  Duke  of  York^  hand- 
wi  mug  ? — A.  I  certainly  am. 

Q.  Look  at  that  papei  \The  short  note  spoken  to  by  Mrs. 
Clarke  last  mght]  the  outside  and  the  inside  [Colonel  Gordon 
holed  at  the  letter.'] 

}].  I  have  formed  my  opinion  upon  It. 

Q.  State  to  tbe  Committee  yoiu  op  nlon. 

A  The  Utmost  1  can  say  is,  that  it  bears  a  very  strong- 
resemblance  to  his  Royal  H.ghness's  hand- writing,  but 
whether  it  is  01  is  not  1  cannot  take  upon  myself  to  say. 

Q.  You  speak  to  the  inside  ol  the  note,  when  you  make 
that  observation  > — A.  To  both  inside  and  outside. 

Mr.  H.  Martm.  Q.  Hdve  you  any  itason  to  doubt  that 
it  is  the  Duke's  hand-writing  5 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  I  c*n,  consistently  with  my  own 
honour,  give  a  stronger  ©pinion  than  that  which  I  have 
alieady  given.  -  ; 

Lord  Folkstone.  Q.  Are  those  letters  the  hand-writing 
of  the  Duke  of  York  [a  letter  respecting  General  Clavermg]  ; 
T  am  of  the  same  opinion  with  respect  to  the  other. 

Q.  I  observe  that  you  gave  your  opinion  with  respect  to 
the  fhst  letter,  on  a  compaiison  with  other  papers  in  \our 
possession,  and  that  you  did  not  compaie  the  two  last  let- 
ters that  were  shewn  to  you  with  those  other  papeis  j  for 

what 
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what  reason  did  you  make  the  comparison  in  the  one  case, 
and  pot  in  the  othei  > 

A.  The  papers  with  wrrclf  I  comparted  the  first  scrap  of 
writing,  were  letteis  that  I  have  received  from  the  Duke 
of  York  in  1804,  1805,  1806,  1807,  and  1808,  which 
convinced  me  that  the  Duke  of  York  Varies  very  little  in 
his  haud^wnting  5  I  thought  it  necessary  to  make  a  very 
accurate  corrrf  aiison  ot  the  first  paper,  when  so  small  a 
scrap  of  writing  was  pioduced  to  me,  and  I  found  that  that 
scrap  of  wriiing,  as  1  said  before,  bore  a  strong  resem- 
blance to  the  Duke  of  York's  ha<>d-wntmg ,  in  looking 
over  the  two  la<*t1eiters,  each  of  which  contained  twoot 
th\cc  pages  of  writing,  I  thought  it  quite  unnece&saiy  to 
make  any  such  comparison. 

Q.  Was  the  opinion  which  you  formed  with  lespect  to 
that  writing  011  that  scrap  of  paper,  formed  in  consequence 
of  your  knowledge  of  the  Dukd  of  York's  wining,  or 
merely  from  the  comparison  which  you  made  ?  , 

A.  From  both. 
,  Mr.  H<  Marfan.        If  a  letter  of  the  same  band^  writing 
as  that  wbiUi  you  call  the  scrap  of  paper,  hyi  been  ad- 
dres  ed  to  you,  and  ujeeived  by  you,  should  you  have  hesw 
fcated  to  act  up  ,11  tt  ? 

A.  I  observe  that  sciap  of  paper  had  no  signature  affixed 
to  it,  I  therefoie  would  not  act  up>n  it. 

Mr.  Creevey.  Q.  If  that  scrap  of  papef bad  had  the  Duke 
of  Yoik's  signature  affixed  to  it,  would  you  have  acted 
upon  it  ? 

A.  If  that  scrap  of  paper  had  had  the  signature  of  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  affixed  to  it,  I  would  have  acted  upon  it. 

Mr.  H.  Maitin.  If,  in  the  same  hand  in  which, 
that  ccrap  of  paper  is  written,  there  had  been  the  signa- 
ture of  Frederick,  of  the  same  hand-writing,  would  you 
have  acted  upon  it  ? 

A*  Ui^ess  I  saw  the  hand-writing  in  which  Frederick 
was  written*  I  cannot  possibly  answer  that  question. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw.] 

GENERAL  BBGWNRIGk  was  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee^  as  follows  : 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.    Q,  Look  at  that  paper 
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which  will  be  put  into  your  hand  [the  short  note ,]  and  say, 
whether  yog,  believe  it  to  be  the  writing  of  the  Duke  of 
Yoik.  Have  you  formed  any  opinion  of  that' hand- writing? 

A.  I  think  it  resembles  the  Duke  of  Yotk's  hand- 
writing, but  I  cannot  pns<  lively  say  it  is  his  hand-writing. 
[The letter  uspectiug  Genet al  Claverwg  being  shewn  to  General 
Bjownngg]  Thib  v>  cei  tainly  like  the  Dake  of  York's  hand- 
writing, that  I  have  now  looked  at;  but  I  do  not  think 
the  address  isj-the  addiess  is  not  like  his  Royal  High- 
ness's  writing. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  it  is  h  s  hand^wnting  > 

A»  It  is  so  like  his  hand  writing,  that  I  should  conclude 
it  is  j  I  speak  of  the  letter,  dated  Sandgate,  August  24, 
1804,  [  The  other  lettei  produced  by  Mrs*  Clmke  was  shewn 
to  General  Brownngg~\  This  letter  is  also  like  the  Duke  of 
York's  wt  mug. 

Q,  What  is  your  opinion  upon  it  5  do  you  believe  that 
to  be  hi»  wiiting  > 

A.  I  do" believe  it  to  be  his  hand  wilting  j  it  is  so  like 
it>  that  I  conclude  it  to  be  his  wilting  j  and  this  letter, 
dated  the  4th  of  August  1805,  is  not  at  all  like  his  hand- 
writing ;  I  should  not  sup,  ose  it  is. 

Q.  Look  at  the  short  note  j  look  over  leaf,  what  is 
your  opinion  ot  that  ;  what  do  you  believe  resp<  cting  that  ? 

A,  My  opinion  is,  that  it  is  n-t  s)  like  the  Duke  of 
York's  hand  wi'ting  as  th°  others  ;  it  dues  n  A  resemble 
the  Duke  of  \  oik's  hand-wiumg  in  the  same  degiee  that 
the  others  do;  theie  cei  tainly  dots  appeal  to  me  a  similarity 
between  the  Duke's  writing  and  this  ,  yet  I  cannot  speak 
so  positively  as  to  its  being  Ins  wilting  as  I  do  to  the  others  $ 
I  cannot  speak  so  decidedly. 

Q.  Is  the  direction  of  that  note  more  or  less  like  the 
Duke  of  Yoik's  hand-wnting  than  the  diiection  of  the 
other  notes  you  speak  to  ? 

A,  I  think  it  is  more  like  it ,  I  think  the  address  appears 
to  be  wiittten  in  the  same  hand  as  the  inside ;  the  addiess 
is  written  in  a  better  hand,  it  is  wutten  faher  and  more 
distinctly. 

Mr.  H.  Martin.  Q  From  yv)ur  observation J  of  the 
band-writing  of  the  shoit  n  ue,  do  yon  or  do  you  not  be- 
lieve it  to  be  the  hand-wimng  of  his  Royal  Highness  > 

A.  I 
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A.  I  certain7y  do  not  believe  it  toJ)ethe  hand-wutingof 
the  Duke  of  Yoik,  that  is  to  say,  I  could  not  swear  it  was 
the  Duke  oi  Yoik's  hand-wsiting. 

Mr.  Adams     Q.  It  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  signature  had 
been  to  that  note,  would  you  have  acted  upon  it  ? 

A.  I  really  think  I  should,  look  ng  at  it  cursordy,  as  I 
should  in  leading  a  shv>rt  note  from  the  Duke  ol  York, 
and  without  having  any  suspicion  that  it  c  ,uld  not  be  the 
Bukc  of  York's  hand-wr  ting,  I  veiy  probabvy  should 
have  acted  up  >n  it,  if  his  signature  bad  been  to  it. 

Q*  In  this  case,  what  gave  you  any  suspicion  that  that 
could  not  be  the  Duke  of  \  ork's  wilting  3 

A.  Because  I  happened  to  be  m  the  house  of  Commons 
last  night,  and  heaid  thio  note  made  a  matter  ot  question 
in  the  house  ;  that  is  my  reason. 

Mr.  Grenfell.  Q.  .Are  the  Committee  to  understand, 
that  you  do  not  believe  that  note  to  be  the  baud-writing 
o\  the  Duke  of  York  >  _  5 

A.  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  have  befoie  said  in  answer 
to  the  same  question  ;  1  think  1  have  aheady  answered  " 
that  question  In  my  last  answer  but  one 

[The  WitiKSb  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

Colonel  GORDON  was  again  called  in,  and  exa- 
mined by  the  Committee^  as  fuliows  • 

* 

Lot  &  Folk  stone.  Q.  Did  jou  evei  hear  that  there  was 
any  suspicion  raised  inspecting  the  small  note  which  was 
lately  put  into  your  hand,  whether  it  was  the  'Duke  of 
York's  hand-writing  or  nor,  before  you  weie  examined  at 
the  Bar  upon  that  subject  ? 

A.  Certain'y  I  have. 

Q.  When  and  where  * 

A.  The  best  way  for  me  to  proceed  is  to  tell  the  fh'ng 
exactly  as  it  happened  fiom  the  beginning  to  the  end.  X 
think  Ust  Saturday  week  ^bout  halt  past  cen  at  night,  the 
Duke  of  York  #nd  Mr.  Adam  called  at  my  house  ;  I  had 
been  extremely  fatigued  and  was  going  to  bed  ,  I  was  un- 
dressed ;  I  went  in  my  undress,  into  the  room  where  were 
%he  Duke  of  Yoikand  Mr.  Adam  ;  the  hist  wo«d  that 
was  sa'.d  to  me  was  by  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  and  I  think  the 
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Words  were  these  :  <f  Here  is  a  yery  extraordinary  busine  s  ; 
here  is  a  forgery,"  Upon  which  Mr.  Adam  related  to 
me,  that  Captain  San  don  and  Colonel  Hamilton  had 
come  to  town  ;  that  Colonel  H rim d ton  had  called  upon 
him,  and  told  htm,  that  he  had  seen  a  note  of  the  Duke 
of  York's  in  the  possession  of  Captain  Sandon.  After 
some  further  conversation,  more  general,  upon  this 
point  asd  oihei»  connected  with  it,  it  was  deiei  mined 
that  I  shruld  dtsne  Colo  lei  Hamtltom  to  call  at  the 
Hois«-Guards  the  n.xt  day  at  one  o'clock  to  meet  Mr 
Adam  ;  I  did  do  so,  aaid  the  next  day  at  one  o'clock  the 
messenger  b. ought  word  tome  that  Co*onel  Hamilton  was 
waiting  in  the  usual  waitmg-ro>m  ;  Mi.  Adam  went  out 
to  him,  and  that  is  all  that  1  can  speak  as  to  this  note,  of 
my  own  knowledge,  *  \ 

Q.  Do  you  muan  to  state,  that  the  siisp:ci'>n  which 
you  had  heard  of,  respecting  this  n  ">te,  was  an  e'xp  session 
of  the  Duke  of  Yok  ic-pect  ng^  forgery' — A  Certainly, 

Q  How  do  you  know  thit  thU  the&ime  note  to 
which  the  Duke  of  Yoik  alludtd  * 

A.  I  really  do  npt  know  any  thing  about  it,  I  never 
heaid  of  an/  othei  note. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heaid  of  that  note  from  that  time  to 
tbk  ' 

A.  Yes,  I  have.  In  continuation  of  what  passed  on 
Sunday,  1  think,  1  may  state  that  I  went  the  next  day, 
the  Monday  oi  Tuesday,  to  the  Chan  cell  >rof  the  Exche- 
quer, and  I  had  fuither  conversation  uL)on  this  very  note, 
but  I  think  merely  lecapitulation  of  what  I  have  already 
j>*ated  to  this  Committee, 

Q.  Have  you  bad  any  other  conversation  ab'ont  this  note 
#ince  that  time,  with  any  peison  ? 

A.  I  have  carefully  avoided  any  convention  upon  it , 
but  I  think  the  other  evening,  three  or  (our  evenings  ago, 
waiting  in  the  room  aboye  stairs  with  Colonel  Hamilton, 
some  conversation,  veiy  general,  arose  uporr  the  subject 
of  this  note  j  but  it  was  so  veiy  general,  so  veiy  loose, 
(tor,  as  I  have  mentioned  befoie,  I  caiefully  avoided  in- 
terfering in  it,.)  that  I  can  only  bring  to  my  recollection 
that  sortfe  conversation  did  arise. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversation,  whatevei,  respect- 
ing that  note,  but  this  which  you  have  mentioned  ? 
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A.  I  think  I  mentioned  the  subject  in  stiict  confidence 
t6  General  Alexandei  Hope  and  also  to  General  Brown- 
rigg,  perhaps  to  Mr,  William  Hairison,  with  whom  I 
communicate  confidentially  ;  beyond  that,  I  do  not  think 
that  I  have. 

Q.  What  was  it  that  ytm  stated  to  those  Gentlemen  ? 

A.  I  must  have  stated  to  them  pretty  neailythe  very 
same  words  that  I  have  stated  to  this  Ctfrnnaittee,  as 
nearly  as  I  can  recollect,  nor  more  nor  less. 

t>\d  you  see  any  copy  of  this  note  }-->A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q,  When  was  that  ?  _  ^ 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  same  evening  that  the  Duke  of 
York  and  Mr.  Adam  called  upon  me. 

Q.  In  whose  possession  was  It,  Mr.  Adam's,  or  the 
Duke  of  York's r 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Adam. 

£.  Ha*re;  yout^d  any  coriver^ion  with  the  P^ke  ox 
Vork  upon  tha-t  subject  sjncelhafc  evening  ?t 

A.  Yes,  I  have. 

%.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  have  had  frequent  conversations  with  him  upon  it, 

Q.  Detail  those  conveisations  as  ncarlv  as  you  can  ? 

A.  1  think  a  detail  of  those  conveisatioVis  wourfa  be  little 
rhqie  than  repetition  of  the  f)uke  of  York's  assertion, 
that  he  thought  the  thing  was  a  forgery. 

Q.  When  was  the  last  conveisation  you  had  with  the 
Buke  of1  York  upon  that  subject  >  ^  ; 

A.  I  will  repeat  the  last  conversation,  I  think,  which 
took  place  this  morning  about  half  past  ten  o'clock,  when 
I :  went  to  the  Duke>of  York  at  my  usual  hour  of  business; 
the  first  word  the  Duke  of  York  said  to  me  this  morning 
was,  As  you  ale  to  be  called  upon  to  answer  certain  ques- 
tions in  the  House  this  night*  I  will  not  speak  to  you  one 
woidupon  the  subject  I  said,  Sir,.  I,  have  been  told  that 
I  am  summoned  to  speak  upon  the  subject  of  the  note,  to 
prove  the  hand-writing,  there  therefore  can  be  no  diffi- 
culty upon  the  part  ot  Your  Royal  Highness  m  making 
any  communication  to  me  that  you  thinly  fit,  as  usual. 
The  Duke  of  Yoik,  I  think,  said,  I  cas*  only  state  what 
I  have  stated  to  you  before,  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 

thing,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  a  forgery. 

0  Q.  Was 
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Q:  Wajs  that  likewise  the  substance  of  the  other  fiequenl 
**otiversation&  you  have  bad  with  the  Duke  of  York  uporf 
this  subject  ? 

A.  CeWAitily  the  substance  \  and*  as  nearly  as  I  ca» 
recollect,  the  words* 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw^ 

Mr.  Windham  wished  to  make  a  single  obser- 
vation on  the  mode  of  exaniinatiotrpufsued,  which 
if  it  was  carried  to  any  greater  length  would  be  at- 
tende4  with  very  serious  consequences.  Colonel 
Gordon  was  a  person  jn  a  confidential  situation,  and 
h  was  a  delicate  point  t©  go  too  far  in  desiring  him 
to  divulge  conversations  which  had  taken  place  with 
the  Commander  in  Chief.  The  House  should  take 
care  not  to  push  their  right  of  inquiry  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  make  it  unsafe  for  any  man  to  speak  t© 
his  confidential  clerk  or  servant. 

Mr,  Whi/T£tR£AD  defended  the  right  of  the  No* 
ble  Lord  to  pursue  the  line  of  examination  he  had 
one  into.  The  witness  was  not  called  by  him,  but 
y  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  opposite,  and 
if  he  was  not  subject  to  such  interrogatories,  he 
ought  not  to  have  been  called  at  all ;  but  he  did  not 
think  Colonel  Gordon  was  in  that  sort  of  eonfiden- 
tial  situation  to  preclude  this. 

Mr.  Windham  said,  in  explanation,  that  he  had 
not  put  his  Noble  Friend  in  a  way  to  stand  in  need 
of  vindication.  He  spoke  to  a  general  topic,  not  to 
what  had  passed.  ' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheciue  r  thought 
the  Noble  Lord  was  perfectly  in  a  proper  couise, 
and*  after  an  observation  from  Mr.  Yorke — 

Mr.  ANDREW  DICKIE  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  :  / 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer*  Q*  You  aie  a  Clerk  at 
Messis,  Coutts's.-— A.  I  am. 

Q.  Did 
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Did  you  ever  see  hU  Royal  Highne^  fhe  Duke  of 
York  write  ?,  % 
~A,  t  have  geen  him  sigs  bis  ha  me  many  timet, 

Q,  Did  you  ever  see  him  write  any  thing  beyond  his 
name  >—A*  X  have  seen  him  fianfa  letter, 

{The  two  Utters  being  shewn  tot  h$  Witness]  you  think 

yourself  sufficiently  acquainted  with  his  Royal  Hfghness'a 
hand,  to  be  able  to  form  any  satisfactory  opinion  upon  the 
letters  shewn  to  you  } 

A,  It  bears  a  bimilarity  5  but  without  the  signature  be* 
lug  to  it,  I  cannot  speak  to  its  being  his  Hoyal  Highnesses 
band-writing* 

Ma;or  General  ALEX,  HOPE,  a  Member  of 
the- House  attending  in  his  place;  the  short 
note  was  shewn  to  him,  and  he  was  examined 
by  th'e  Committee  as  follows  % 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer*  Have  you  observed 
that  note  f 

A>  I  have  s  it  appears  io  me  like  the  hand-writing  of 
the  I>uke  of  York  *  but  to  state  whether  it  really  n  or  h 
nott  is  what  I  cannot  undertake  to  gay,  t 

[The  letter  dated  Sandgate  being  shewn  to  General 
tfape]  A*  I  apply  the  same  answer  to  that  as  to  tha 
pote#  only  that  I  certainly  should  wy  that  I  could  *»peak 
nioie  p9&it»v<dy,  I  think,  to  that  than  to  the  note;  but 
J  must  always  quality  what  1  -ay,  that  it  k  a  shades  of 
difference  onl\9  I  eould  not  say  po.rtivUy  that  U  e*  or  h 
not;  but  eeitainiy  the  letter  appear  to  sinks  my  mind 
rn-me  foieddy  as  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik 
than  *he  note, 

-  [77^  rtffter  letter  being  tfwivn  to  General  Hope,]  I 
msike  the  same  answer  as  to  tht?  second  letter 

&Jr,  WiHem*  Qt  Does  that  shade  of  difference 
%\huh  yon  frtate,  you  a  ih^ee  of  belief  that  the  let- 
ter- .ire  the  hand^wntuig  of  th?  Duke  of  York,  prefer* 
ably  to  that  of  the  not<*>  arise  from  the  quantity  of  writ- 
m$ tU,r*  \*  \n  the  lettvty  or  from  Buy  difference  jn  the 
haad-wnting  of  the  nvte  &&d  me  letter? 
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A*  t  thiqk  it  *ery  possible  it  may  aiise  from  Ah* 
quantity  of  the  wilting,  it  strikes  me,  it  seems  md\e 
tike  the  writing  of  His  Royal  Highness  ,  I  do  not  ft  el 
able,  certainly^  to  state  the  compau&on  between  the  cha- 
irfecteis  of  the  note  and  letteis* ;  I  spoke  ftom  a  general 
impression,  as  it  struck  my  e}e. 

General  BROWN  RIG G  was  again  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows. 

'Qf  If  you  had  not  been  in  the  House  of  Commons 
last  night,  should  you  have  had  any  doubt;  c?f  that  shoit 
note  being  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  hand-wiiting? 

A.  I  ceitainly  should,  because  I  do  not  think  it  is 
very  like  the  Duke's  writing. 

[The  witness  was  duected  to  withdiaw. 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  E^quue,  attending  m  his 
place,  a  note  was  shewn  to  hiin,  and  he  was  exa- 
mined, as  follows :  1 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Q  What  is  yoiu 
efpimon  of  the  hana-wiiting  of  that  note? 

A*  I  think  it  is  like  the  Duke  of  Yoik'b  hand-wnhng  ; 
but  I  cannot  positively  say  moie  than  that,  [The  letters 
sbemg  xheum  to  Mr,  Adam.]  The  letter,  dated  Sand  gate, 
is,  in  my  opinion,  in  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of 
Yolk,  I  entertain  the  same  opinion  with  regard  to  this 
letter,  dated  from  Weymouth,  as  with  lespect  to  the 
last. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  you  speak  more  positively  to 
the  letteis  than  you  do  to  the  note  ? — A   I  do 

Mr,  Western,  Q,  Have  vou  evei  been  told  by  the 
Duke  of  York,  that  the  note  at  which  you  hist  looked 
was  /a  forge  1  y  ? 

A*  Colonel  Goidon,  in  his  testimony  upon  that  sub- 
ject, has  given  a  very  conect  description  of  what  I  heaid 
the  Duke  of  York  say. 

Q.  Did  the  Duke  of  York  represent  to  jou  that 
note  in 'the  same  light  in  which  he  represented  it  to 
Colonel  Goidon,  namely,  that  it  was  a  foigeiy  ? 

A,  When  I  fust  made  the  communication  to  the 
Duke  of  Yoik,  on  Satuida^  evening  the  4th  Febiuary, 

he 
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he  declared  without  hesitation  that  he  had  nfc  f^cotfec-* 
twn  whatever  of  such  a  note,  and  that  it  must  be  a  'tot** 
gery.  'When  I  went  with  him  to  Mi  Peiceval's  that 
evening,  he  Aiade  an  asse\eration  precisely  to  the  sauve 
effect  ,<  and  Wtefwards  when  I  went  from  Mr.  Pevceval^ 
to  Colonel  Gordon's,  he  made  the  asseveration  a* 'Colonel 
Guidon's,  which  Cslonel  Gordon  *h as  already  givtu  in 
evidence.  / 

Q.  Aie  thore  the  only  occasions  on  which  tho  Duke 
of  York  has  adormed  you  that  that  note  was  a  forgei}  ? 

A.  Of  course,  I  have  had  repeated  conversations  with 
His  Rg)  ~i  Highness  upon  the  matter  now  depending 
before  the  House,  and  m  the  course  of  those  cometsa- 
tions,  without  being  able  to  specify  the  paiticfilar-  time, 
His  Royal  Highness  has  held  the  same  language. 

Q.  You  have  *<ated,  tha£  you  thought  the  wntmg  of 
the  note  was  like  the  writing  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  do 
}ou  pecceive  in  the  formation  of  the  eharaetei  of  that 
note,  any  thing  unlike  the  wilting- of  the  Du^e  of 
York  * 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  in  the  foi  mation  of  the  charac- 
ter, 1  pejrceive  any  thing  unlike  th£  wilting  of  the  D^k^ 
of  York/  hut  from  the  shortness  of  the  note,  > and  bom 
there  not  being  a  possibility  of  coi  recti ng  judgmmit*  wfthf 
respect  to  hand-writing,  by  the  general  app«arane&'  of 
it>  which  takes  place  in  a  long  letter,  I  am  incapable 'of 
speaking -with  th&  same  positiveness  with  respect  to 
that,  as  with  respect  to  the  letters* 

Mr.  ANDREW  DICK>IE  was  again  culled  in, 

and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows: 

Mr.  J.  Smith.  Q.  What  situation  Ao  yoii  hdld  tpw 
Messis.  Coutts*s  house ? — A.  Puncipal  Clerk. 

Q.  Are  you  not,  or  were  5011  not  m  the  habit  lately 
of  accepting  bills  for  that  house  * 

A*  I  have  been  for  a  consideiable  time* 

Q.  Are  you  not  therefore  m  the  habit  of  observing, 
With  great  attention  upon  the  hand-wiiting  ©f  mdmdu-4* 
als  who  aie  connected  with  Me&sis.  Coutts  and  Com- 
pany ? 

No.  XXI.  V.  2.  Q  An  1  am 
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rf,  I  mm  in  general,  hut  there  Is  a  cleik  in  our  homh 
who  is  more  conversant  in  the  signatures  of  the  different 
customers,  who  examines  the  signatutes  before  the  bills 
afe  brought  to  me  to  accept. 

0,  Is  it  not  occasionally  youi  business  to  ascertain  the 
genuineness  of  hand-wuting 5— *A.  No. 

A  Have  you  ever  seen  any  draft  rilled  up  as  well  as 
signed,  by  the  Commander  in  Chief  ? 

A*  I  have  seen  diafts  signed  by  the  Commander  m 
Chief,  but  ab  to  the  filling  up,  I  cannot  pietend  to  say. 

[The  note  and  the  letters  being  shewn  to  the  witnes*.] 
,  Qm  Do  you  see  any  difference  in  the  hand-writing  of  that 
note  and  those  two  letters,  aad  if  you  do,  what  is  that 
difference > 

,  A^  There  seems  a  little  diffeience  in  the  note ;  it  strikes 
me  that  it  is  not  so  Like  the  Duke's,  I  thmk,,  as'  the 
others. 

Q,  Explain  m  what  that  difference  consists  ? 

-A*  Bemg  smaller,  and  not  like  the  others  in  point  ,of 
letter-writing. 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Smith.  Q.  Did  you  put  m  the  words 
'}  tkO%  so  like  the  Duke's"  > 

A.  What  I  meant  by  that  is  this ;  two  letters  were  laid 
belbre  me^and  I  am  asked  whether  I  conceive  them  to 
be  the.Duke^  writing  or  not;  I  conceive  the  note  not 
to  be  s#  much  like. 

Lord  Hennikex.  Q.  Did  you  insert  the  words  "  not 
so  hke  die  Duke's"  > 

^  A.  I  beg  to  alter  that,  not  so  hke  as  those  two  letter* 
which  were  shew  a  to  me,  purporting  to  be  the  Duke's* 

Q.  Have  ^ou  not  stated,  that  you  had  never  seen  so 
much  even  a^  a  draft  rilled  up  by  the  Duke? 

A*  -To  my  knowledge,  I  have  seen  His  Royal  High- 
nesses signature,  but  I  never  saw  His  Royal  Highness 
fill  up  a  diaft;  but  I  am. not  the  cashier  of  Messrs, 
Coutts^s  house! 

-  Q.  Do  you  conceive  yourself  competent  to  say,  except 
m  the  article  of  signature,  whether  the  letter  is  hke  the 
Duke's  hand-writing  or  not ? 

"A.  I  am  not  sufficiently  conversant  in  His  Rojal  High* 
nesb's  letter  hand-writing.  t  % 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  wvtbdiaw. 

Mr. 
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Mr,  NICHOLSON  CALVERT  Apnt  ifr"t*  fte 
Committee,  whether  the  course  of  ex'a'mJfratforr 
that-  had  been  pursued  was  not  an  unnecessary 
waste  of  time.  The  witness  had  stated  along  lime 
since,  thali*  lie  coufd  only  speak  avS  to'tKe  slgn.it pre 
of  His  Royal  Highness;  to  examine  him,  therehye, 
with  respect  to  that  which,  he  could  not  pi  c*ye, 
namely,  the  Duke's  hand-waiting,  wa&  absolutely  to 
thiow  away  the  time  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  BENJAMIN  TOWN  was  called  in,  afid 
6x4tmned  by  the  Committee,  as  follows: 

t  'The  Chaticdlbr  of  the  Exchequer.    Q.  Where  d(o  jo\k 
ine?—  A.  In  Bond*street. 

In  what  business  are  you  > — A.  An  artist* 

Q.  In  what  Hue  > — A*  A  velvet  painter. 

<?.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mfs.  Clarke     v|.  Y&. 

Q.  Weie  you  acquainted  with  her  when  she  lived  m 
Gtoneester-jblace A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  recollect  having  heard  her  say  stay 
thing  lespeetktg  hand-writing > — A>  Yes* 

Q*  Up6n  What  occasion,  and  what  was  it  that  She; 

ffa?ds 

A.  In  the  coUise  of  conveisatton  she  observed  she 
4Qiild  forge  the*  Duke's  name,  and  she  had'  done  if,  and 
she  shewed  it  me  upon  a  piece  of  blank  paper,  and  JL 
eould  netteil  the  difference  between  the  Dune's  an$ 
her  own,  ^ 

Ql  What  led  her  to  ma&e  this  observation? 

A*  That  I  cannot  recollect. 
-       Wftat  vt&s  *your  business  with  her  at  the  trroeTo|: 
thrt  conversation  *  ,  J 

A.  I  gave  her  a  lessen  that  morning  in  the  art  of 
painting. 

Q.  Have  you  attended  hei  foi  any  time,  ta  teach  her 
the"  art  of  painting  *-vA.  Yes.      '  '„  » 

Q.  Did  the  obseivation  at  all1  arise  out  of  the  painting 
anc>  the  lesso^n  that  you  weie  gtvm^? 

A*  I  do  not  rightly  compiehend  you*. 

Q  2£  Q.  Dul 
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Q.  Did  ihe  observation  she  made  to  yoti  'arise  $fet  of 
the-subject  that;  was  before  jou,  the  lesson  you  were-  giv-1 

4-4»  No>  .there  was  writing  on  thetabie,  some  papers, 
Q.  What  led  her  to  make  that  observation  > 

>  A*  That  I  cannot  recollect, 

Q  Was5 that  all  that  she  said  >  ! 
A.  That  was  all. 

>  »Qi  Did  you  ever~6ee  her  imitating  any  hand-wntiflg* 

A.  None  but  that  that  I  have  mentioned  before,  she 
shewed  the  Duke's  writing,  which  she  said  it  was;  I 
c&rmot  say  whethei  it  was  or  no*.         *  -l 

Q.  Did  she  imitate  it  in  youi  presence  *-~As  She  did,> 
Q.  Had  she  been  drawing  at  that  time  ? — A,  Yes. 
t  Q*  Did  she  sav  any  thina  about  her v  proficiency  ^  m 

Q  Do  you  mean  that  she  only  introduced  the  obser-* 
vation,  tfiaVshe  could  forge  the  Duke  of  York's  hand- 
wrjtj-ng,  and  immediately  imitated  it  in  vour  presence"? 

At.  She  did. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  observation  upon  it  5 — A>  Yes. 
What- obsei  vation  did  jou  make  ? 
s  Jf»  That  it  was  a  serious  mattei. 

What  4id  she  say  upon  that,  or  did  she  say  any 
thing  p — A.  She  laughed 

Q.  *l)id  she  say  any  thing  ? — A,  She  did  not. 
I  Sin  3^.  Tmtqn.    Q.  You  say  Mis  Claike  produced 
"flie  signature  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ; 
aid 'you  ever  see  any  where  else  tfee  signature  of  the 
X*uk6  of  Yoik  > — J.  No. 

Q  Was  _ the  signature  at  the  bottom  of  a  letter,  or 
was  it  by  lfeself  >  , 

~  A.  That  which  was  shewn  for  the  Duke's  was  on  a 
Square  piece  of  papei ,  what  it  was  I  cannot  say  that  was 
wutten. 

Q.  Did  you  read  any  part  of  that  writing  ? 

Q.  Aie  yon  suie  that  the  signature  which  yon  state  ta 
ye  the.sig&atm'Q  ol  the  Duke  of  York,  was  &ot  wutten 
by  Mi  s.  Clarke  *  "  '       <'  * 

A*  It  was  shewn  td  me  for  the,  Duke's,  I  cannot  say 
whether  she  wrote  it  or  not. 

Lord 
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Lord  Fotfatone*  Q*  What) was  the  sword  'or  worrfe 
mhieh  yon  belters  to  be  the  Duke's  sjgnatuie,  whiel| 

4,  Shp  observed  Wat  the  Duke  $iifneA'hh  fcarne  £hre.$ 
way**,  Frederick,  ^ovk,  and  AJbany;  and  w-hi ah  of  th§ 
three  I  cannpt  positively  say,  it  was  oW  bBthosf:  three  1 
am  certain* 

Q.  You  are  not  certain  whether^  it  waj&i  ^Ktderj^k, 
whether  At  \%*s  Yoik,  oi  wiiethei  itwW  Albany  J* 
A%  {  cannot  pp^itjvefy  say,  but' it  was  mm  of  t3>em, 
Q.  What  bianch  of  painting  do  you,  profess  Jtp  teapb ' 
Flowerb,  landscape,  fii*tfies,  suid  finit. 
„  Q.  In  your  m&ttuetions  to  /our  pupils,  ilo^  yoii  ever 
te&ebthem  to  diaw  letteis  m  any  pai  ti  c  alar  way*  wit^ 
flourishes  an.$  n*ow£i&*.o\  any  thing  of  th$t  kind? 
.  .  Af  ,Y^s»  I  do. 

*  Qk  Should  5  ou,  know  the  wi  itnig,  if  yoa  weie  to  see  it# 
wbicb  j-e^erohled  that  wtnsh  Mr^  Clarke  wrote  in*  itmta* 
ttou  of  the  puke  of  York's  ? 

4.r  Ngvl  should  not.*  The  one  that  she,  ^opied-froni, 
the  one  thatiShe  shewed  me,  £hat  she  sai<Lwas}tfco  Duke's, 
I  should  know4jf  J  wa$  to  see  it. 

Q.  Did  Mis.  Clarke  state  that  she  could  imitate  the| 
Duke- of  York's  signature,  tynly,  er  his  band-writing  m 
.general,? 

A.  She  otylv  observed  his  signatoie^ 

Mr.  $$rhain.  Q.  Eioga.  tfye  attention  to*  formation* 
of  letters  iarfegard/tO;}0U|i,art»  you  piob&ojy  can  speak  to% 
wh&i^sprt*  o£  h^i^i^was  that  was^he^n  to  you  as  th&, 
JJi^lfe,  ofj^ork's,,  wai>^t,a  sural!  hand,  o*  a.  large  6n.e^ 

A.  Tt  was  a  biiialLho-ad* 

.  Q*  Wa&  n^at  it  quashing  hancln  or  a  plain  one£ 
A*  A  plain  hand. 

Q  You  ^mentioned,  X  think,  that  Mr^  Clarke  tol($ 
you  she  could  itnitate  J;h^  tD,uke  of  York^s  handwriting  £ 
A.  She  did,  and  ^he  shewed1  it  me  on  a  bquaife^teee 

Q.  The  word  was  "  imitate 5  * — J,  ISta,^  forge.'* 
iQy?  Were  ^o,u.  ua^cb  m  tju^  £oi%$&nc€  of  fMrV  Clarke  ? 

A.  .No. ,  . 
Q.  ^Vo^  were  <i|ot-at  all  irr  the,  <#oiide^e  of  Mjsu 

Q  3  •  Clarke 
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Clarke  "wKen  s^e  shewed  you  how  shVcouT<5%*g^fhe 
Duke's  hWd  >~A:  No.  \ 

The  Ckancelhr  of  tfia  l$xchetqiier.  Q  To  whom  dul 
you  fir^t  communicate  this  fact,  of  lmVmg  he$rd  Mis, 
Claikejnalie^use  of  these  expiessions ?  *  ' 

A*  Lady  Haggerstone. 

Q.  At  what  time  ? — She  was  taking  a  lesson. 
Q.  How  long  ago  * 

A." I  look  upon  it  to  be  about  three  weeks,  or  fnore ; 
I  cannot  say  to  the  time  positively ,  I  look'  upen  it  to  be 
thieevweeks,  oi  lather  bettei 

Q.  Had  an>  body  applied  to  too,  to  ask  whether  you 
could  give  this  information,  or  did  you  of  your  own  ac- 
cord, vol  mi  tan]  y  mention  it  first  to  Lady  Ha  gger^t  on  eV 

A.  It  wa<rm  the  bourse  of  conversation ,  she  was  observe 
ing  on?  thing  and  the  other,  and  she  biought  up  the 
Cuke's  affair,  the  harness,  concerning  the  Duke;  and  I 
Suppose  Lady  Haggei  stone  had  mentioned  it  somewhere^ 
and  therefore  I  wa*>  called  up  to  give  evidence* 

Q.>  Is  it  the  impression  upon  jour  mind,  that  Mrs* 
Claike  had  great  facility  in  imitating  hand-writing  ? 

A  Yes,  the  Duke's  hand,  that  that  was  shewn  to  me 
#01  the  Duke's. 

Sit  *P  Turtori.  Q.  You  have  said,  that  in  your  pre- 
sence, Mis.  Claike,  upon  a  piece  of  papei;  copied  the 
signature,  as  you  supposed,  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  which 
was  so  exactly  gumlar,  that  you  could  not  ielt  the  diftet- 
ence;  do ' you  mean  tb  say,  you  conceived  Mrs.  Clarke 
Was  equal  to  imrtatmg  hand-writing  with  gteat  ease^ 

A  She  copied  that  extremely  well,  as  I  thought 4  I 
nevei  saw  her  copy  any  other  wilting. 

Mr.  V.  Adams.  Q,  flow  long  is  \t  since  you  gave 
any  lesspn  to  Mis,  CUrke  the,  last  time* 

A.  i  cannot  say  without  leiemng  to  my  botk. 
Did  )ou  and  she  part  on  good  teims  > 
-  A  "She  is  in  my  debt. 

Q.  Wafe  £heie  evtr  any  quariel  or  animosity  between 
you  upon  aoy'subject  *z—A.  iNone  whatever. 

Q  DkV  v/oti*  tn»ver  question  her  about  p^ng  ycmr 
giU^—A.  Yes. 

Q'.*  HacVVoil  eveY~any  dfspute  upon  that  subject  * 
Idfe  None  whatever. 

<J.  Has 
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Q.0]&is*.  she  psnd  you,  all  that  is, due  to  yon  ?— -Ah  No* 
Q.  Ilud  you  any  conversation  with  Mjjs.  Clarke  a&out 
a  loaj*  of  monej; ? — A*  Yes. 

Sfa^e,  th^  .subbtanpe  of  that  c<?m\ elation  to  the 
Conamitteee^  5 

A*  She  said  the  Duke  wished  a  sum  of  moi^ev ;  she 
begged  of  me  to  uiqtfne  of  Mr.  Abiaham  Goldsmid,  if 
be  would;  he  saicf  he  was  no  money-lender. 

Q.  Qui  .yaurever  ^aj  that  a  person  of  the  name  of  Jev 
King  wa£  to  j^ctd  tivni  money  ? 

She  reojuebted  of  me  to  gjo  to  Jew  Kmg, 

[The  wrtnebfc  -vvas  duected  tor  withdraw* 

[Lord  Temple  iafbi,me<J  the  Corinriitftee^ft%aJbrt^e 
person  who  was  to  prove  the  hand-writing  of  l^eut. 
Col^  Tucker^  wa,s  rea.dy  to  appeal  at  the  Bar^,  and 
pio-vc  it>} 

Mr.  XA  M ES  BREWER  was  called  in,  and  a  let- 
ter Being  sKewii  to  t&e  witness,  lie  was  examined  by 
the  Committee.  &s  follows, 

Q.  Do. you  know,  that  to  be,  the  hand-writmg,  of 
L>eu tenaa t- Col o u el  John  Tucker  ?— A*  It  is* 

<£.  ¥'au  haxe  seen,  him  write  >—A*  Very  frequently. 

{A  h#%$  fycmk  Cojpnejl  lacker  tp  tt|e  Qhairman 
of  the  Committee  was* read.} 

(Public  I  "  Adjutant  Gep^raTs  Office, 

"  Sjrf  ,~  <;    '      4  "  E<Unbufgh,  tfebfuarv  12th,  1809  n 

c<  Having  perceiyecC  w^th,  conskleuble  fegrtt,  that  the  name  of 
6i  my  la  penned 'brother,  who  was  lately  Iq$\  m  Hit,  Maiest^ 
*f  l^tobp  Primrose,  has  tieeu  brought  fcrward  by  Mrs,  <3farlte,tk 
<f  in  hei  examination  before  the  H6nouiabl&  House  of  Oorn- 
"  mons,  I  tiu^t  you  will  excuse  my  addressing  you  with  a 
"  viewiio.  i^tnot  aoyj  in  press  tbn  fro,m  the  B^b^iqj'y&a*  gi^ffer 
"  hf  or  n?ys$lf  haj^.  dj^toirj^l ^ our , promotion,  at  aijy  time^ 
'kti^iqugh  the' mean o^ntidgie  pr  improper  influence*  ffrf  which' 
^lufpoJe  I  nof)ie4*Tn  iy  p^rtmt&d  to  si\tej£ei$)  ^thout 
**  incij  rm^tke  imputation  ofj  pfre&umption  or  Faulty,.  My^ 

where  frfe  served  outing  the  campaign  oFMa»qure1Comwim«  * 
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&  vh  tharcotfntiy  •  II#  subsequently  se>ved  in  Egypt,  as  Ma- 
»**jJof  of  Brigade  to^Lt.  General  Sir  David  Band,  through 

whose  fiitnd-dnp  and  good  opinion  he,  obtained 4$ A $rei?<?£ 
C1V  frftnA^  which  he  held  in  the  seivice    lhat  of1  Major  was 
^  confeired  uooo-him  in  consequence-  of  his  ^ftuattan  as^De- 
"  puty  Adjutant  General  to  th^  f  Forces  employed  "under'  Si£ 
**  DWv\  Bairtl,  at  the  capture  of  the  Caj>e  of  Good  Hope; 

and <tliate of  Lt  Colonel  was  obtained  for  him  by  the  samef 

excellent  officer,  orv  then-  letum  from  tlie  Cape     He  hadr 
(4<  Obtained  an  effective  majqnly  a  few  weeks  pi  tor  tahis  melan* 
^  chef/ and' lamented  fite»  having  served  as  Afsst  Adjt  GenU 
iS  m  Zealand,  and  as  Deputy* Adjutant  General  to  the  Army. 
*'  un*|eA  Sir  Aulmr  Weleslty  «u  Portugal 
^lf)ffnl5v«ierjts     an  officer,  many  $jstiii*uished  Members  of  the 
"  Honourable  Hous°  are  able  to  speak1  >  and,  I  doubt  not, 
»      <£  M(ih  do  justice  to  his  memoiy  and  character 
With  respect  tomv  own  ptomotib'n,  I  can ^olerrrfily  declare,  that 
*'  I  haye  obtained  it  in  regular  regimental  ^wcce^oTt,  by  pur*- 
(i  cfiase,  with  the  exception  of  my  Enwgncyand  Lieutenancy^ 
**  whicl  we»-e  given  to  m>,  and  the  brevet  rank  at  Lt  Colonel* 
(<  which  I  received,  in  consequence  of  having  bepn  selected 
*c  by  Sir  Samuel  Auchmuty,  to  be  the  bearer  of  his  dispatches, 
5f?announcing  the  reduction  of  Monte  Vfide^o^  jnrSopth  Ame- 
u  nta,  by  assault,  on  the  3rd  of  February  lB07t    Tha^e  had 

the  honour  of  serving,  as  a  volunteer,  on  seYeral  expeditions,* 
"and  I  feel  confident,  thftt  J  katrt  u$ed^every  endear eur  to} 
"  meut  tlie  favours  which  my  gracious  sovereign  has  deigned 
sf  to  confer  upon  me 
^*  I  f£ei  it  d$te  to  my  deceased  brother,  and  to  myself,,  to  make  this 
"  communication  to  you,  bemg*solteitou<j  that  my  brother  ojfi~L 

cerpmavjitot  *be  induced  to  believe*  fiom       declaration, of 
**•  Mr^  Claike,  that  ai»  uvdue  or  improper  influence  has,  ia 

in«the  least  degree,  tended  to  procure  rank  to  either,  And,, 
**  as  "my  feelfngsMre,  naturally,  interested  on  thi*  unpl#a*ant 
"  subject,  I  earnestly  retp&J.  th<tf  JQU  will  Ijay**  the  goodness*. 
i(  to  cause  this  statement  to>  be  made  a&pubhc  as  possible* 
#*~Tf  Ufctmg  to  your.hbeiaUty, 

^  have  the,  honour  to.be,  Sif, 
T  M  Yob1" most  obedient  and  humble  servant, 

To  the  JJonqurable  thg  Chairman  '      "XJt  CqloueL" 

*{/o£t»e  Committee,  &c.  Sec,  ^e,'* 

The Ch4N^ell€MI  of  thg  ExcBEojpfiR^satd,  be- 
fojetlje  Committee  should  proceed  to  the  examina- 
tion*'af  the  letters  whiqh  had  been  submitted  to  a 
Committee  last  n>ght>  to  make  a  statement,  which 
would  .serve1     afl  answer  to  a  question  pu*  oti  a  for- 

k  mer 
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nfcrnigbtby  an  Honomable  Member  of  thatiKouse. 
The  question  refened  to  the 1  ex pe rise  ivnic|i  the 
Duke  of  York  had  penned  foi  the  maintenance  of 
the  establishment  tor-Mis.  Claike  m  Gloucester- 
pla4de-    As  far  as  lie  was  enabled  to  enquire,  no  ac- 
curate account  cotiMbe  made  outof  the  totaiamonnt 
of  that  expenditures  Theie  weie  nhuiy  items,  how- 
ever, capable  ot*  distinct  proof,  whwilrhe  liad'beea 
enabled  Uncollect, the  aggregate  of  which  would  give 
the  Committee  some' adequate  idea  of  the  actuat 
state  of  the  case.   Besides  what  had  b&en  expended 
for  the  house  and  furniture,  &c.  it  had  been  ascer*-5 
tamed,  by  a  teference  to  Ris  Koyai  Higbnesb's 
banker's  books,  that  a  sum  0^5,5701  'bad*  been  paid 
by  diafts  for  the  support  of  that  establishment.  He 
was  also  atithoused  to  state,  that Bis  Royal  HigtP 
ness  had  at  vanous  times  ^wen  to  Mis.  Clark**'  dv$ 
veis  ^additional  sums,  which  "foe  ftad^at  present  M>> 
means  of  ascertaining,   though  of  considerable 
amount.    No  one  payment  had  been  paidm  Mrs; 
Clarke's  name  dating  the  wbole  continuance  of  frer 
living  under  the  piotection  of' His  Royal  Highness. 
With  regatd  to  the  drafts  upon  the ' banker,  tbat 
poiut  might  be  proved  by  evidence  at  the  bar,  or  be- 
loie  a«seiect  Cominfttee,  <if  the  Committee  should 
be  of  opinion  that  it  should  be  gone  into  •  it  would 
appeal,  fiom  the  evidence  of  the  servant  who  was 
uniformly  employed  io  take  the  diafts  to  the  Bank, 
and  who,  when  he  bi ought  back  the  money  to  Rig 
Koyal  Highness,  unifoimly  watted  till  His  Royai 
Highness  made  it  up  in  packages,  or  under  covers/ 
to  be  sent  by  the  same  seivant  to  Mrs.  ClaikeV 
house.    With  respect  to  the  other  mi«u  paid  ]ty 
Royal  Higbness  on  account  of  that  establishment, 
they  could  easily*  be  ascertained  from  the  books  of 
the  various  tradesmen*,  ^afrd*jQthet,pe!isonv,whd  su^h 

!)l'ied  the  funnituie,  jewels,  plate,  that  had  aheady 
>een  &o  often  mentioned  in  that  I|*ouse,  and  wmeK 

The 
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The  whole  sum  paid  fiom  Jan.  1804  to  June  ISO*?,, 
wsjj  10,7611.  If  4he  Committee  bad  a  wish  to.go'm- 
to  the  question,  he  was  piepaied  to  bring  evidence 
to  the  ,bai*  to  ,prove  the  statement.  (A  cry  of  No* 
Nq  f)  So  far*  he  was  authonsed  to  state,  and  he 
tiqsted  that  it  would  be  a  saUsf&cfoiy*  answer  to  the 
question  put  to  lum  by  an  Hon.  Membei  on  a  ior- 
xucr  mght,  and  remove  any  unfavorable  lmpies- 
sion  tbat  might  have  ansen  fioro  the  supposition 
that  only^one  thousand  pound*  a  yeaf  was  *t1  lowed, 
a*£UtecLby  the  witness  at  the  bai,  for  the  suppoit 
of  the  establishment  in  Gloucester place 

Mr,  CaiiP?^  returned  thanksto  the  Right  lion. 
Gen-Merr^m  tor  the  attention  whieh^he  had  paid  to 
tl*e  question?  pat  by  bun  on  a  former  night    Eveiy  4 
QejaUeman  inustJbe  convinced,  that  whatever  might  t 
beLthe  lesultof  this  investigation,  it  was  desirab'e  to  * 
Qbytate,  *if  possible, «  at  the  outset,  the  effect  of  the 
iitiprefesiGjn,  which  might  be  made  by  an  enoneous  ^ 
representation^  the  state  of  the  case.    Fust  im- 
pressions were  generally  strongest,  and  it  was  witlua 
View  to, prevent  the  effect  of  an  enoneous  impres- 
sion, that  he  had  ^ut  the  question  he  did  on  a  for* 
mer  night.    The  answer  of  the  Right  Hon.  Gentle* 
man  was  as  specific  as  it  well  could  be.    As  he  was 
upon  his?  legs,  he  should  ohseiv?,  that  however  this 
inquiry  .might  terminate,  the  Duke  of  Yoik  would 
have  one  consolation  arising  on  it;  because  without 
the  opportunity,  affoided  hy  it,  the  unpaialleted  le- 
gujauty*  with  which  the  business  of  the  army  was 
conducted  at  the  IJorse  Giiaids,  as  detailed  in  the 
evidence  of  Col.  Gordon,  would  not  have  been  given 
to  the  public. 

Mi.  (J^eevey  wi&hed  to  know  whether  the  sum 
of  five  thoii-sandifive  hundred  and  seventy  pou-ndfe 
u<ns,oy£i  and  #bove  hei;  <xlkm^n>m  df  one  thousand 
pounds  a  year,  which  the  Duke  of  York  agreed  to 
pay  Mjs^Clarke*  *      *  '  * 
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!The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rerili&l; 
that  that  sum  included  all  the  sums  paid  by  dralW 
upon  His  lioyal  Highness^  Banker  for,  M  rs.  ClaikeV 
establishment.  As  to  the  otter  munis'  whidh  "had 
been  paid  on  trie  same  account,  as  no  memoranelurh. 
respectipg  them  werdtobe  found,  they,  ^f'c6\nse, 
weie  not  comprehended  in  the  sum  stated?  bat  he' 
appiehendcd  that  the  one  thousand  pounds  a  year 
mn\t  be  included. ' 

IV J r  Blresfoed  observed,  that  this  was  one 
of  the  mostseuqus  inquiries  that  had  e^£i  been  cat- 
ried  on  before  Parliament  or  the  public.  It  was  not 
only  the  impression  it  made  oa  that  Hbuse,  but  on 
the  Ctty  and  the  country  in  general,,  that  waa  to  be 
considered.  It  was  vain  for  them  to  shut  their  eyes 
tQ  any  part  j6(  tlie  case,  and  suppose  tha?** thereby 
they  would  shut  the  eyes  of  the  nation,  h  w  is  com- 
petent to  any  Member  of  the  Committee  to  state 
wfiat  he  lieaid  in  every  part  of  the  town  upon  the 
subject,,  fliom  persons  of  strong  sense  and  s6und 
judgment*   The  impression  was—   * 

The  Chairman  observed,  *  that  he  understood 
the,  honourable  Member  to  have  risen  to?  put  »a  ques- 
tion, tp  tjie  right  honourable  Gentleman  on  the  floor* 
otherwise  he  was  out  of  order. 

JVjfr.  BfettE&xoRP  said,  that  he  had  intended  to 
conclueie^ what  he  had  to  say  with  a  question;  hut 
asjie  was  #ot  suffeied  to  go  on,  he  should  put  his 
question — "  Do  you  know  that  the  Duke  of  York 
did  pay  any  and  what  sum  towards  keeping  the  house 
m^GloUcester-plaee  for  Mrs.  Claike,  in  addition  to 
the  one  thousand  pounds  per  annum*'" 

The  Chancellor,  of  the  BxcjiLQUEft  replied, 
that  he  Ivnew  nothing  of  the  allowance  of  one  thou- 
sand a^jear,  but  fiom  the  witness  at  the  bai.  He 
nevqr  knew  any  thing  of  it  fiom  His  Royal  High- 
ness,. \VhatJie.had  stated*  fee  bad  taken  from  a 
paper  which  he  had  in  his  hand,  and  which  was  -an 

account 
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,  afccoif  nt  of  drafts  paid  to  Messrs*  Arraer,  Lucas*  and 
Qo.,  foi  the  establishments  Gloucester-place,  froin 
January  1804,  to  June  1#06, 

s  iioid  Henky  PeiI'y  \o^q  to  osder. 1  He  had  tin- 
derstood  it  to  be  the  rule  of  the  Committee^ that 
eaclVwUmes^sbould  answer  only  to  facts  tuthin  his 
own  knowledge,  from  wluchmle  the  statement  of 
the  Jrtight  Hon  Gentleman  was  a  depaiture.  -  ~ 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  replied, 
that  he  had  onlj  answered  to  a  question  put ,  and 
however  11  regular  that  question  might  be,  an  objec- 
tion to  it  would  come  with  piopncty  horn  any  other 
quaitei 

Mi.  Whubrud  admitted,  that  the  llight  Hon. 
Gentleman  \\a&  not  to  blame,  but  insisted,  that 
it  was  impossible  to  place  his  .statement  upon  the 
minuter. 

-  Mr.  Illler  insisted  that  the  statement  must  be 

fdaced  somewhere  oi  othei.  An  Hon.  Member 
lad  put  a  question  whethei  no  moie  than  10001. 
had  been  allowed  for  the  establishment  in  Glou- 
cestei-place,  leaving  it  to  be  mfened,  that  the  rest 
was  to  be  supplied  by  sinister  means.  When  the 
Chancellor  of  the  .Exchequer,  01  any  common 
Membei  like  himself,  came  toiward  with  a  statement 
to  do  away  such  an  impiession,  it  ought  to  be  placed 
upon  the  minutes. 

Mi.  CrJpps  declared,  that  he  had  been  misunder- 
stood by  the  Hon.  Gentleman,  as  he  had  put  the 
question  in  oidei  to  obviate  any  such  impression  as 
that  alluded  to  by  the  Hon.  Gentleman. 

Mi.  Bkresford  stated,  that  his  wish  had  been 
when  he  lose  befoie,  to  move  that  the  statement  of 
the  Chaucelloi  of  the  Exchequer  should  be  placed 
on  the  minutes,  as  they  weie  the  only  tine  jepie.- 
sentations  of  their  pioceedmgs. 

Loid  Folkestone  rose  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Chancelloi  ot  the  Exchequer,  but  was  called  to  oider 
by  Mr, 
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■«"Mtt  iS&cretaty  Canning',  objeetetf  to  any  exa~ 
mi  nation  of  *his  right  hoaomable  Friend,  because 
he  had  not  stood  toiwaid  as  a  witness,  but  merely 
prcftfat£&l  a  statement  in  answei  to  a  question  which 
fa&H  be&n  put  to  him. 

Lord  Folkstone  had  not  meant  to  examine  the 
right r  honourable  Gentleman,  though,  he  saw  no  rea- 
son why  he  should  trot,  if  neoessaiy,  be  exatnjncd 
as  well  as  any  other  member  of  the  Committee. 
The  noble  Loul  then  put  a  question  lespecting  the 
amount* of  some  diafts,  and  the  times  at  which  they 
were  diawn,  to  which  the  Chancellm  of  the  Ex- 
chequei  lephed,  in  sums  of  two  handled,  and  one 
hundred  and  fifty  pounds  each,  and  between Janu- 
,  a^y,  f^€T4,  and  May,  180ft. 

Sir  G.  Warren i) fu  thought  that  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hooomable  Gentleman,  of  re- 
feirmg1  the  mattei  to  a  select  committee,  would  have 
Men  Si e  wisest.  ' 

ijord  Temple,  in  this  piotracted  investigation, 
deprecated  atry  pioceedmg,  such  as  the  appointment 
df  fiPs&lfeet  committee,  which  would  piotract  it  still 

The"  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  explained, 

•Mi.-FuLtFE  then  said,  attei  the  statement' of  the  , 
ChancetW  of  the  Ex<  hecjuer,  he  would  asfe  Tof  tke 
House  and  oi  the  public,  whether  they  would  wish 
that  more  than  appeals  m  his  statement  should  be 
expended  npoti  the  baggage  who  had  appealed  at  the 
Bai. — (Lttughtng,  and  doud  cries  of  order  f  order!) 
"  If  I,  Sir,  had  been  allowed  to  pioceed  as  [  wished, 
r 'should  \(&\g  since  have  stopped  this  foolish^,  this 
sHtyw<Jifw$r.  (OfrfeW  oi'der !  order!)  ThefiistsiX 
questions  that  wele  puC  to  hefr  at  the  Bar,  were 
enough  to  shew  hei  shuffling  and  prevaneafion. 
(Loud*  dries  of  order!  tfrder  1  order1) 

The  Cha^cei^lor  of  the  Exchequer  stated, 
that  th'e  fiW  thbu&dnd  five  btfnched  and  seventy 

?No.  XXI.  V,  2.  K  pounds 
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pounds  vrae  included  in  the  total  sum  of  sixteen 
thousand  seven  hundied  and  sixly-one  pounds. 

,Sir  G.  Warren  der  wished  t©  know  whether 
sixteen  thousand  pounds  was  the  utmost  limit  of 
the  expense  gone  to  by  his  Royal  Pighi.ess  on  that 
occasion. 

Mr*  Secretary  Canning  stated,  that  when  his 
right  honouiable  Fuend  mentioned  that  sum,  it  was 
only  to  negative  the  statement  which  had  been 
made  by  the  witness  *,  and  which  had  gone  veiy 
(far  abioad,  that  the  Duke  did  not  allow  her  more 
than  three  thousand  pounds  in  three  jeais.  I  he 
object,  however,  of  the  statement  was  by  no  means 
to  asceitain  what  had  leally  been  paid,  but  reeiely 
to  negative  an  enoneous  statement  which  had  made 
some  impiession. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that 
the  only  teason  why  he  doubted  whethei  those  pa- 
pers ought  to  be  lefened  to  a  Committee  was,  that 
it  would  be  very  haid  to  bung  the  maUei  to  any 
thing  like  legal  pi  oof.  AJl  the  pioof  thattheie  could 
be  of  the  payment  of  the  five  thousand  five  hundied 
and  seVenty  pounds  could  only  be,  that  such  sums 
had  been  paid  by  the  Duke's  Bankeis,  and  that  pac- 
kets had  afterwaids  been  sent  by  the  Dnke  of  Yoik 
to^Mrs.  Claike.  Whethei  those  packets  did  or  did 
not  contain  the  sums  stated  as  having  been  leceived 
from  the  Banker,  could  only  appear  by  the  asse- 
verations of  the  Duke  of  ^Yolk.  As  that  was  not  le- 
gal pi  oof,  he  doubted  of  the  propi  lety  of  leaving  the 
papers  to  a  Committee. 

After  some  desultoiy  conveisation,  it  wasiesolved, 
that  the  letteis  taken  at  Captain  Sandon's  lodgings 
should,  when  pioved,  be  lead  in  evidence. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  observed, 
that  it- would  be  bettei  not  to  peitmt  the  witness  f, 


*  Mrs,  Claike, 


t  Mrs,  Claike. 
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who  wag  to  prove  the  hand-writing,  to  read  thje  con- 
tents of  the  letteis.  It  often  happened  that  witnesses 
chose  to  lead  the  letters  befoie  they  would  acknow- 
ledge then  hand-wntmg,  and  that,  at  least,  prepaied 
them  tor  the  examination  which  was  to  follow. 

It  appeared  to  be  the  sense  ot  the  Committee  that 
the  Chan  man  should  admonish  Mis.  Clarke  that  she 
was  not  to  lead  the  letteis  piodueed  to  hei,  but  sim- 
ply to  state,  upon  looking  at  them,  whetliei  01  not 
they  were  hex  hand-wiitiig. 

Mis.  MARY  ANN  CLARKE  was  called  m  ;  and 
was  infoiined  bv  the  Cjj  airman,  that  when  '  any 
letteis  weie  put  into  her  hand  to  asceitam  her  own 
hand- wuting,  she  was  not  to  lead  the  contents  of 
those  letteis. 

This  is  my  hand-wuti ng  (No.  V)  [31rs.  Clarke  iden~ 
tified  other  letters,  numbered  to  41  ] 

Mrs.  Cfarke,  No.  42  is  a  piece  of  the  Duke  of  York's 
letter  which  had  come  fiom  Dover,  with  his  seal  upon 
it,  it  is  directed  "Geoige  Farquhar,"  and  nab  the 
same  sort  of  seal  as  the  note  that  Captain  Sandon  had 
beie  last  mghtr 

[The  papeis  fiom  No.  1  to  42  inclusive,  wci$  i,ead  ] 

The  next  lettei,  marked  42,  was  fiom  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  to  Mis  Claike,  dnected  to  Geoige Farquhar . 
it  was  dated  fiom  Dover* 

Mrs,  Clarke  observed,  that  the  seal  of  thislettei,  as 
well  as  the  hand-wiiting,  would  be  found  the  same  as 
that  other  lettei  found  in  the  possession  of  Captain 
Sandoa. 

As  the  Cleik  was  proceeding  to  read  it, 
Ml  Croker  lose,  and  said,  that  it  did  not  ap- 
pear to  the  Committee  that  any  moie  of  the  letteis 
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bad  any  lelevancy  to  the  question  at  issue.  If,  how- 
ever, the  honouiable  Gentleman  (Colonel  Wardlk) 
thought  otherwise,  he  might  call  foi  the  leading  oi 
the  other  letteis. 

Mr.  Wardle  said  that  he  did  not  think  thev 
weie  lelevant,  and  theiefoie  should  not  piess  Iol 
their  being  read. 

Captam  HUXLEY  SANDON  was  biought  to 
the  Bui,  and  was  examined.,  as  follows: 

Lord  Folkstone.  Q  State  to  the  Committee  fiom  what 
motive  you,  whea  >ou  were  the  hist  time  examined  about 
the  business  of  Major  Tonyn,  you  did  not  mention  the 
note  v\  hieh  you  pi  od need  last  night  ? 

A,  I  leail  am  extiemely  ashamed  of  myself  that  I 
did  not,  and  I  hope  the  honouiable  House  will  pai- 
don  me 

Q  What  motive  had  jou  fo**  not  mentioning  that 
note,  when  you  were  fhst  examined  at  the  Bar  ? 
A.  I  really  had  no  motive. 

Q,  We»e  5 on  awaie  that  it  was  a  matenal  cucu  in- 
stance to  t*ie  point  on  which  3011  weie  examined  * 
A*  Certainly  it  was. 

Q.  Weie  ;you  not  awaie  that  you  weie  bound  to  give 
such  infoimation  as  was  withm  youi  knowledge  respect- 
ing that  fact ? 

A*  I  did  not  understand  that  I  was  obliged  to  give  it; 
I  thought  if  the  question  was.  asked  me,  I  was  obliged 
to  answer  it. 

Q.  State  the  leason  why  you  did  not  mention  it  on 
your  hist  examination  ? 

A*  I  leally  do  not  know  how  to  answei  the  question. 

4).  Why,  when  you  were  asked  about  this  note,  did 
you  deny  knowing  what  was  become  of  it ? 

A*  At  that  penod  the  note  was  mislaid, 

Q.  Last  uight  did  you  not  know  what  was  become  of 
the  note  ? 

A.  Not  till  I  went  home  ,  it  was  mislaid, 

[The 
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[The  Committee  seem-ed  indignant  at  an  answer 
so  contraiy,  to  what  he  gave  on  the  preceding  night, 
and  the  pusonei  was  taken  ftom  the  Bar] 

Captain  Freemantle  thought,  that  it  Captain 
Sand  oh  was  to  be  examined  any  fuithei,  the  Chan- 
mao  ought  to  admonish  him,  that  the  House  could 
inflict  stiil  ratthei  puni^l  mentijpon  him  if  he  con- 
tinued to  pievancate. 

Tins  appeared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Committee, 
and  the  witness  was  again  bioughtto  the  Bar.  The 
Chauman  then  addicted  hina  to  th$  following  effect : 
"  Captain  Sandon,  lam  mstiucted  to  inform  you, 
that  aheady  a.veiy  heavy  punishment  has  been  in- 
flicted on  jot*  foi  gioss  prevaiication  in  your  evi- 
dence, and  that  if  }ou  stiU  peiseveie  in  gioss  pie- 
vaucation,  you  will  ftnd  that  you  have  not  alt  eddy 
expei tenet d  the  whole  of  the  punishment  which  the 
Hou*e  has  it  m  its  povvei  U  inflict." 

Captain  Huxlei/  Sainton*.  Mi.  Chauman  ;  I  really  do 
not  mean  to  pievancate^  I  am  vei}  sony  this  honoui** 
able  House  has  that  idea  ,  I  will  speak  every  thing  I 
know  ,  it  is  my  wish,  I  assure  )ou,  not  to  prevaneate  ;  J[ 
will  tell  eveiy  thing  I  can  possibly  know. 

Mr  IVhitbread.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  con*  eisa-* 
tion  which  you  held  with  Colonel  Hamilton  somewheie 
in  London,  smee  youi  leturn  to  London,  v  nen  you  in- 
ioi  sued  Colonel  H^va  Iton  that  the  noK  was  destroyed, 
wheiein  you  u-ed  ihia  expies&ion,  "  *hey  have  foigot  ij;** 
or  "  io)  gotten  them  *~~ 

A.  Not  upon  my  lerollection*  upon  my  honoui  ,  I  will 
certainly  say  every  thing  1  know  ,  it  is  my  wish  and  n>y 
uichiiacion. 

Q.  Do  you  Recollect  any  conveisation  which  you  held 
With  Colonel  Hamilton  somewheie  in  London,  since  } our 
retain  to  London,  when  jou  mfoimed  Colonel  Hamiltoh 
that  the  note  was  destroyed,  wherein  \ou  used  this  ex- 
pression, 46  they  have  forgot  it"  or  "  toi  gotten  them  ?" 

A*  No,  I  never  made  use  of  that  expiession* 
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Sir  G.  War  render*  Q.  Was  it  <wjth  al,y*HHjto*  ary 
emolument  01  advantage  to  be  denve?d  from  the  posses- 
sion of  that  letter,  that  you  concealed  it ? 

A,  No  ;  certainly  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  motive  which  Adduced  you  to  con- 
ceal that  lettei  Fiona  the  House,  till,,  l>y.the  pumshment 
of  the  House  being  inflicted  upon  you,  you,  by  the 
feai  of  that  punishment,  weie  induced  to  produce  it 5 

A.  I  had£no  paitieulai  motive  fur  keeping  back  that 
letter. 

Q.  Do  you  then  mean  to  state,  that  without  any  di- 
rect motive  for  so  doing,  you  told  a  deliberate  falsehood 
at  the  Bai  ? 

A*  I  am  sony  to  say  that  I  did. 
''*Q.  Did  ;you  or  did  you  not,  at  the  time  of  your  ex- 
amination heie  last  night,  think  that  that  note  was  of 
impovtance  > — A.  Certainly  I  did. 

Q.  In  what  way  did  you  think  that  note  of  lmpoi- 
tance  ? 

^  A*  Because  it  was  the  note  that  I  presented  to  Majoi 
Tonyn,  which  convinced  him  that  it  was  the  interest  I 
had  with  Mis*  Claike  that  got  him  the  majouty. 

Q.  Did  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  the  hand- 
writing of  that  note  ? 

A  I  never  saw  the  hand-wilting,  to  my  knowledge, 
befue. 

*  Did  Major  Tonyn  seem  to  know  the  hand-writing, 
or  did  he  make  any  observation  lipoh  the  note,  and 
what ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did,  I  shewed  him  the 
note,  and  at  that  penos1  he^said^  then  the  matted  might 
stand  ovei  for  two  or  three  Gazette  days,  ©i  a  Gazette 
day  or  two. 

Q.  State  why  it  was  of  importance  to  you  to  conceal 
that  lettei. 

A.  I  had  no  paiticular  leason  why  I  concealed  at/ 
«|Q.'  Did  Colonel  Hamilton,  when  you  shewed  him 
that  rVote,  tell  you  it  was  the  hand-writing  ofjiis  Royal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Yolk  ? — A,  No,  he  did  not.  * 
'        What  remark  did  Colonel  Hamilton  make  upon 
note,  when,  you  shewed  it  to  him  ? 
,  A*  Previous  to  my  sKewmg  him  the  note,  I  told  him 
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that  I  understood  it  was  his  Royal  Highness' s  band-wiit- 
ing ;  he  asked  me  what  kind  of  hand  it  was,  whethei  it 
was  a  neat  httte  hand,  and  whethei  the  laige  T's  were 
made  in  a  particular  way,  turning  over,  and  when  I 
shewed  him  the  note,  I  asked  him,  Do  you  think  it  is 
his  Rojal  Highnesses  hand-writing  ?  he  made  me  no 
answer. 

Q.  Did  you  apprehend  any  dange?  01  inconvenience 
to  yourself,  fiom  acknowledging  that  the  note  was  in 
youi  possession? — A.  No,  i  did  not, 

[The  witness  Was  taken  fiom  the  Bai, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  then  said^  he  hoped  that  Captain 
Sandon  would  not  be  bi ought  again  to  the  Bai  to 
give  evidence.  He  bad  so  completely  disqualified 
himself  fiom  any  soit  of  credit,  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  vvoise  than  wasting  time  to  ask  bun  any 
tnoie  questions. 

-  The  Chancellor  of  ihe  Exchequer  said,  he 
by  no  means  diffeied  with  the  honomable  Gentle- 
man  who  spoke  last,  as  to  the  ciedibihty  of  thewit- 
ne»s  alluded  to,  but  he  could  wish  that  he  might  be 
peimittcd  to  appeal  once  moie  at  the  Bar,  as  it 
might  be  m  his  powei  10  give  some  clue,  or  thiow 
some  light  on  the  papers  which  had  been  so  le&ently 
put  undei  the  consideiation  of  the  House,  in  con* 
sequence  of  his  pievaucation,  and  the  measures 
adopted  thereon. 

Mi  W ardle  said,  he  wished  to  obtain  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  few  obsenahuns  he  was  rle- 
snous  to  ofTei  to  then  attention,  it  would  easily  be 
jccollected  with  what  a  pompous  display  of  elo- 
quence the  light  honourable  Gentleman  had,  on 
then  last  meeting,  usheied  in  the  statement  he  ha*d 
made  of  a  encum^tance  which  he  had,  tiii  then, 
puipo  ely  kept  back,  and  which  he  had  then 
thought  piopei  to  bung  foiwaid  ia  an  attack  upon 
him,  founded  on  an  accusation  of  his  having  been 
*  guilty  of  a  suppression  of  evidence.    Many  and  re- 
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peated-ftad  been  the  attacks  wh'ch  had  been  made 
against  him  fiom  vanous  quartets  since  the  com- 
mencement of  tins  mqiuiy,  ami  ne  bad  endeavouted 
to  treat  them  all  with  i^c  mdifFer-nce  which  he  was 
sensible  \v&s  clue  to  them.  The  attack,  however, 
which  had  been  made  on  him  by  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  in  the  coin  be  of  last  night's  pio- 
ceedmg,  fta^  of  a  moie  senous  natiue  than  any  of 
the  rest,,  and  he  would  own  that  he  really  felt  it  as 
most  haishly  and  .most  unjustly  imputed  to  him. 
He  had  deemed  a  h^  fhst  and  paramount  duty,  m 
the  prosecution  of  this>  inquiry,  to  cany  it  on  in 
such  a  maunet  as  v\  as  most  nkely  to  attain  the  ends 
of  public  justice,  which  solely  and  entnely  the 
object  aimed  ata  and  with  that  view  had  lefiained 
fiom  attending  to  the  vauous  and  violent  attacks 
which  had  been  made,  and  th^  bioad  insinuations 
thiown  out  against  him.  A  time,  howevei,  would 
shoitly  ainve  when  he  should,  have  aji  oppoitunity 
of  answenng  and  leoelhng  those  attcickd,  and  of 
shewing  that  [\c  had  been  actuated  only  by  what  he* 
thought  a  due  rilschaigcor  his  duty  to  lus  country  as 
an  independent  MemCei  of  Fail  lament  Conscious, 
av  he  was,  of  having  fuiidled  that  duty  to  the  ut- 
most of  his  power,  he  should  content  himself  foi 
the  piesent  vulh  the  obseivations  which  he  had 
thus  thought  it  incumbent  on  him  to  make  upoa 
the  subject 

The  Chancfllor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  he 
rose  101  the  pu  pose  of  saying  a  few  woids,  in  an- 
swei  to  an  add i ess  to  the  Con. mi t tee  fiom  the  ho- 
noptahle  Gentleman  who  hod  just  sat  down,  which 
to  him  appealed  the  most  surpnsmg  he  had  evei 
heaid  m  that  Ijou^e.-  He  cippeakd  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  whole  Committee,  and  on  his  recollec- 
tion evetijtofthe  iionomahle  Gentleman  himself,  if 
he  had  not,  liom  the  commencement  of  the  pie~ 
se&t' inquiry,  eucleavoured  to  cany  it  on  in  such.a 
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manner  as,  m  his  mind/  to  avoid  the  possibility  of 
such  a  charge  as  the  honoutable  gentleman  had  so 
un)«ust!y  Wrought  against!  huh.  *  Flora  the  particular 
situation  which  be'  held  in  that  House,  he  might 
haVe  pladed  the  conduct  of  this  ;inquny  on  othei 
pei sons  than  himself;  but  injustice  to  the  Ro^al 
Peisonage  wbo  was  the  subject  ot  it — the  son  of 
the  levered  Mastei  whom  he  seived — he  thought  it 
would  be  a  moie  duect  and  a  mo\e  striking  pioof 
of  las  respect  foi  the  good  opinion  of  hi&  Sove- 
reign, and  of  the  Public,  as  well  as  of  that  Royal 
Peisonage  who  now  stood  accused,  to  btand  foi- 
waid,  and  openly  and  faiily  suppoit  and  defend  the 
innocence  ot  the  accuseel,  than  to  put  it  into  any 
other  hands.  In  doing  this,  he  had  endeavoured  to 
act  with  eveiy  degiee  of  candoui  and  openness  ; 
and  if  he  could  leasonably  flatter  himself  with  any 
part  of  his  conduct  being  entitled  to  the  appioba- 
ttoh  of  the  Committee,  and  fiee  fiom  misiepiesea- 
tation sor' rnibiindeisUnding,  it  was  piecuely  that 
which  the  honouiable  Gentleman  had  thought  pro- 
pei  to  select  as  the  ground'  of^his  animadveisiorj. 
As  to  the  witness  and  pnsoner  wLho  had  just  left  the 
Bat,  and  Had  proved  himself  unwoithy  of  the 
smallest  d^giee  of  ciedit,  eithei  fiom  the  Committee 
01  any  one  else,  he  had  nevei  said  a  syllable  which 
could  be  consulted  fairly  a«>  tending  to  suppoit  him. 
He  did  mdeecl  say  theie  had  been  a  suppiessiou  of 
evidence/  but  he  had  not  the  most  distant  idea  of 
inipuhng  that  to  the  honourable  Gentleman,  01  to 
Mis.  CI aikc,  01  to  any  othei  than  himself.  As  to 
any  attack  which  might7  ha\e  been  made  upon  the 
honourable  rnembei  in  the  comse  of  this  inquny, 
he  eoulcTonly  say  theie  had  been  none  hom  him; 
and  he  hoped,  theiefoie,  that  wtiatevei  fault  the 
honouiable  Gentleman  might  find  with  what  he 
termed  the  pompous  mannei  of  his  intioducmg  the 
statement  he  iiad^niade  to  the  House,,  he  would  da 
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■Win  the  justice  to  exonerate  him  from  a  charge 
which,  as  he  was  perfectly  conscious, t  he  had  oat 
deserved,  he  would  he  sorry  should  be  attributed  to 
him  either  by  the  Committee,  the  honourable  Gen- 
tleman, or  the  PuW 

Mr.  Whitbread  said  he  hid  distinctly  under- 
stood the  right  honourable  Gentleman  in  the  state- 
ment he  made  last  night  to  say  expressly,  that  he 
meant  not  any  thing  against  his  honourable  Friend, 
hut  merely  alluded  to  the  witness  who  wm  the  ob- 
ject of  that  statement.  He  could  not  avoid  bestow- 
ing on  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  his  warmest 
praises  for  the  very  manly,  open  and  candid  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  conducted  himself  through  the 
whole  of  this  inquiry,  lie  was  certain  it  must  have 
been  observed  by  the  whole  Committee,  and  want- 
ed only  the  addition  of  his  honourable  Friend's  tes- 
timony, who  had  unquestionably  misconceived  him, 
to  make  it  complete.  He  hop^d,  therefore,,  hjs 
honourable  Friend  would  reflect  on  what  had  passed, 
and  he  was  sore  he  would  come  to  a  verv  different 
opinion  on  the  subject  to  what  he  had  so  lately  ex- 
pressed. 

Lord'H.  Petty  coincided  in  opinion  with  his 
honourable  Friend,  who  had  just  sat  down,  as  to 
the  open  candid  conduct  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  throughout  the  whole  of  the  inquiry, 
which  he  thought  deserving  his  warmest  approba- 
tion, and  of  which  he  was  sure  a  misconception 
only  could  have  drawn  to  it  the  animadversion  of 
the  honourable  Gentleman,  who  had  with  equal  can- 
dor brought  forward  those  charges. 

■hi-'-  O 

Mr.  Warble  said,  he  had  certainly  felt  other- 
wise the  moment  he  delivered  his  sentiments;  but 
from  what  had  been  said  by  his  honourable  Friend., 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 
since  the  very  handsome  explanation  which  the  right 
honourable  Gen  tie  man.  had  done  him  the  honour  to 

qW.e. 
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give  upon  the  subject,  he  was  very  happy  to  sa}'» 
tWt  what  had  fallen  from  hinV  so  recently  on  that 
head  was  merely  the  effect  of  misunderstanding. 

[The  witness  was  again  brought  to  the  Bar.] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer.  Q.  Have  you  any  re- 
collection  bow  long  it  was  before  the  appointment  of 
Major  Tonyn  appeared  in  the  Gazette,  that  you  shewed 
the  note  you  received  from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  Major 
Tonyn  ? 

A,  I  think  it  might  be  two  or  three  Gazette  days ; 
eight  or  nine  or  ten  days. 

Q.  Look  at  that  paper  (No.  42.) 
yi.  I  know  this  paper. 

Q.  How  came  that  paper  into  your  possession  ? 
A.  It  rolled  up  the  note  that  I  had  to  shew  Major 
Tonyn. 

Q.  Was  it  in  that  state  when  you  received  it  ? 

A.  Exactly  in  that  state. 
5 ,  Q.  Had  it  no  other  writing  upon  it  ? 

A,  No,  nothing  more ;  it  rolled  up  the  note  I  received 
from  Mrs.  Clarke  to  shew  Major  Tonyn. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  why  Mrs.  Clarke  gave  you  that 
bit  of  paper  to  roll  up  the  note  ? 

A.  No,  i  cannot  recollect  twhy  she  did  it;  let  me  re- 
collect ;  why,  there  was  some  reason  why  it  was  given  ; 
I  cannot  positively  take  upon  me  to  say  what  the  reason 
was,  but  there  was  some  reason  why  the  note  was  rolled 
up  in  that  piece  of  paper;  there  was  some  reason,  which 
1  cannot  now  i-eally  recollect. 

Q.  Try  if  you  can  recollect  it. 

A*  1  canuot,  recollect ;,  but  1  am  perfectly  sure  there 
was  some  reason  why  she  gave  me /the  note  rolled  up  in 
thu\  bit  of  paper ;  ,1  think,  if  my  memory  will  bring  me 
through,  \\  was  when  the  Duke  was  reviewing  some- 
where upon  the  coast,  and  it  was  to  prove  to  Major  To- 
nyn, in  some  way  or  other,  that  that  note  was  written  by 
his  Royal  Highness. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  the  Duke  was  reviewing  near 
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the  coast  4?l»en  yon  shewed  this  pajaer  to  Jvlajor 
Tonyn>  ^  , 

A:  tie  was  on  the  coast,  I  understood,  at  that  period  * 
she  had  received  this  letter,  which  she  produced  ;  I  do 
not  jsftow  whether  she  did  not  product  the^'etter,  and 
read  paitof  it  to  me,  and  then  she  tore  off  a  piece,  and 
i  oiled  upthe  othei,  andssnd,  This  will  c6iivtrfe&  him  that 
this  comes  fr^rn  his  Royal  Highness,  who  is  .now* upon 
the  .coasts   ,  v  !  * 

Q*  How  ^oald  that  letter,  not  having  upon  it  the 
Duke's  name,  convince  any  body  that  another*  letter  that 
appeared  to  be  in  the  same  hand-writing  was  the  Duke's  ? 

A,  I  leally  do  not  lemember  now,  but  that  he  was  at 
Dovei  or  in  Kent,  leviewmg,  at  the  period,  I  peifeetly 
well  recollect. 

Q,  Do  yon  not  recollect  that  the  Duke  of  York's 
nanie  was  upon  the  frank  oi  the  letter  at  the  time  it  was 
produced  to  you  * — A*  I  nevei  saw  it. 

Q.  Was  theie  any  thmcr  respecting  the  seal  that  was'to 
be  observed  >  ~^A.  Not  that  I  lecollect. 

Q.  Why  should  you  give  credit  to  that  cover  moie  than 
to  the  note  * 

A  Tt  ib  so  long  since  that  I  eannot  recollect  why,  but 
that  *theve  was  some  reason  I  am  ceitmn. 

Generul  Lqftus.    Q.  Recollect  you  1  self  how  you  came 
te^a  to  "Mrs.- Clarke's  on  that  day,  whether  by  accident^ 
intention/  01  solicitation  * 
>  A*  1  should  think  it  was  from  solicitation. 

Qt  la  what  loom  di&'ydu  see  Mis.  Ckike  ? 
.  A*  I  really  cannot  say,  I  Used  fo  see  hei  in  eveiy  room  ; 
such  as  the  drawing-ioom,  and  the  dimng-roora$  and  her 
little  dressing-room. 
'<Q. '  Will  you  lecollect  whethei  any  person1  was  present  f 
Ad,  No,  I  do  not  recollect  that  circumstance. 1 
Q.  On  what  business  did  you  gotheie  on  that  da^  * 
-  A*  I  think  it  was  from-hei  solieitatvori,  th&t  I  might  go 
to  Major  Tonyn,  to  mfoirfc  hnn  that  she  had  got  this  pa- 
per, or  that  I  was  to  take  the  note  and  shew  it  to  IViajor 
Tonyn    it  came  from  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  pf 
York    but  the*e  are  some  letters  which  1  gave  up  to  this 
honoui  able  House,  that  I  tl&ik  mention  something  about 
that  very  business. 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  D  <l  you  state  to  Mis.  Clarke,  that  Majer  Ton^a 
wanted  his  security  back  again,  cr  his.money  * 
A*  Tint  ha  w^ted  back  ins  memorandum 
Q  What  C(*ntnvnme  was  it  between  Mi*  Clarke  and 
you  to  keep  Major  Tonjn  horn  reco\enng  that  Memcaan- 
dum  ? 

A*  I  kn/>w  of  no  particu'ai  contrivance  )  shedesiied  I 
would  go  to  him,  and  speak  about  the  Majority. 

Q.  Then  the  Committee  is  to  understand,  that  you  went 
there  ^nd  had  a  conveisation  with  Mrs.  Claike,  how  to 
manage  to  keep  Major  Tonyn  in  temper  until  this  Ma- 
jority could  be  had,  and  that  you  found  there  a  note,  pur-< 
potting  to  be  s  nc  te  from  the  Commandei  in  Chief,  leady 
'wiitten  and  sealed  > 

A,  1  do  not  exactly  lecollect  that  circumstance  j  I  have 
related  previous  to  it  how  1  came  acquainted  with  Major 
Tonyn  ;  and  when  I  had  the  honour  of  being  introduced 
to  Major  Tonyn,  it  was  on  the  very  demur,  when  he  was 
tired  of  the  business,  and  thought  the  influence  I  had 
could  not  get  the  mattei  done,  aa-d  desired  me  to  get  back 
the  security  ,  the  consequence  was,  I  informed  Mrs. 
Clarke  of  the  subject. 

Q,  And  she  had  a  note  ready  > 

A.  No,  I  beg  your  pardon,  not  that  I  rec(  Ihct,  them 
Q.  The  note  was  not  ready  >-*-A.  Not  that  1  recollect* 
Then  if  the  note  was  not  ready,  how  came  you  to 
bung  it  away  with  you  > 

A  1  do  not  lecol  ect ,  she  told  me  bhe  had  got  a  note, 
and  shew  ed  me  this  note,  and  desired  me  to  take  it  to  Ma- 
jor Tonyn-  f  I  of  cowse  took  it,  and  told  him  that  was. 
i he  interest  by  which  we  would  obtain  the  JdajonU  ,  J  did. 
not  know  at  that  time  that  it  wa*  fr  uii  the  Commander  m 
Chief,  Mrs.  Clarke  gave  me  the  note,  and  sa*d  that  he  had 
bettei  wait  two  oi  thiee  Gazeue  day*,  and  iji  all  proba- 
bility he  wou'd  be  gazetted. 

i£  Did  you  find  thenc  te  there,  %i\d  was  it  sealed  or  not  ? 
i  A.  When  I  first  saw  the  note,  it  was  nox  bealed  ,  it 
was  broken  open,  the  seal  was  b token. 

Q  Was  it  re-sealed  <->~A   Not  m  my  present  e. 

Did  you  deliver  it  <*ea*ed  to  Cu\  ta  n  T<>n>n  > 
4,  No,  I  took  it  in  nay  h-nid,  a, id  shewed  him  rbe  nofe~ 
j\ q  XXL— \\2  *  Q.Will 
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ft  Will  you  undeitake  to  say  that  there  never^was  a 
contrivance  between  youisell  and  Mrs:  Clarke;  on  any  oc- 
casion of  "this  kind,  to  fabricate  such  a  note  > 

A.  Positively  never.  * 

ft.  You  have  stated,  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  was 
reviewing  on  the  coast  when  you  received  that  note  iro/a 
Mrs.  Claike^— A.  So  I'undei  stood  from  Mrs.  Claike/ 

ft.  How  long  had  his  Jl  <yal  Highness  been  absent  from 
town  at  that1  time  > — A.  i  i  eally  cannot  say 

Q.  Had  he  been  three  days  absent > 

A.  I  really  do  not  know. 

ft.  Theie  are  certain  pencil  marks  and  other  marks  of 
yoiks  upon  the  papers  which  were  laid  upon  the  table 'last 
night ,  were  those  matks  and  dates  the  dates  of  the  times 
thai  you  received  those  papers  > 

A.  If  you  will  do  me  the  honoui  of  letting  me  see  the 
papers,  I  will  say  for'  what  purpose  I  put  them,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection 

[No*  9  Mar  shewn  to  the  Witness  ]  Q  On  that  you  will 
find  a  pencil  mark,  "  17th  of  August  1301/*  state  what 
that  pencil  maik  means > 

A,  This  of  course  must  be  the  date  of  it,  hue  it  is 
up  )n  the  p  )st  maik. 

ft  Was  the  pencil  the  date  when  you  H(  eiv  >d  it  > 

A   No,  it  Cuu'd  not  be,  foi  lvere  is  "August  the  J  710/ 

ft.  What  K  the  meaning  of  fhis  pencil  maik  > 

A  That  must  be  from  s  mething  of  this*  ^01 1,  for  here 
is  17th  of  August  upon  the  \  ost  maik. 

ft.  What  is  the  meaning  oi  that  pci  ctl  maik  ? 

A    I  suppose  it  mtht  be  the  date  ot  the  lettei. 
4   ft.  Is  not  that  pencil  maik  yout  hand-wiiting  ? 

A.  I  thmk  it  is,  but  the  woida  ("  Mis  (  laike"  upon  it, 
are  not  mint . 

[No  12  was  shewn  to  the  IFiine^.]  ft  ^  ou  will  observe 
there  1*  a  peacil  date  upon  that  icttu  oi  the  8th  of  June 
}80'i  y  what  doos  peacil  date  mem,  v>ja  u  the  day  you 
received  the  lettei  5 

A  Nro,  this  mukt  be  wrong,  b  cau  <.  is  June  0  h» 
and  here  is  "  June  8U1,"  and  Jane  the  bib  does  not  'ook 
hke  my  band-writing,  the  word  "  Mdjonty1'  is  m.ne*  ^ 

ft.  Has 
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ft.  Has  that  letter  been  out  of  y  our  custody  sin6e  the  time 
you  received:  it,i  tiU  last  night AA.  No,  certainly  not,- 
Then  is  it  possible  any  other  person  than  yourself 
could  have  put  that  date  to  it  ?  »  ) 

^4  No,  I  should  imagine  not  j  but  still  it  does  not  look 
liie  my  hand-writing.  < 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  the  purport  of  the  note  I 

"A,  ISTo,  I  cnt'ue\y  forget  what  it  is. 

£The  note  was  read.] 

Qt  Hearing  the  purport  ©f  this  note,  state  how  this 
note,  which  mentions  "  a  -stop  to  the  business,"  could 
possibly  encourage  Major  Tonyn  in  the  idea  of  its  going 
forward  ? 

A.  The  note  says,  does  it  not,  that  it  is  to  go  on. 

(£.  On  the  contrary,  it  says  it  stops,  <f  shall  remain  as 
it  is"  5  how  can  this  note,  which  speaks  of  its  remaining 
as  it  is,  encourage  this  gentleman  in  the  expectation  ot  it> 
going  ®n  > , 

A*  It  was  then  going  on,  and  I  should  imagine  it  was 
meant  that  it  should  go  on. 

Q.  If  you  attend  to  the  purport  of  the  note,  you  will  find 
that  it  says  it  shall  stand  sMl ,  what  do  you  understand  by 
the  expression  in  that  note,  that  it  is  to  remain  as.it  is  * 

A*  I  really  do  not  undeistand  it,  I  must  confess. 

gHere  there  was  so  geneial  and  loud  a  call  of 
withdraw  1  withdraw1  that  no  fuithei  ques- 
tions or  answers  could  be  heard,  and  in  a  few 
minutes  the  Messenger  was  ordered  to  take 
the  pnsoner  from  the  Bar.] 

•  * 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchf&uer  said,  be- 
fore he  moved  that  the  Chan  man  should  xeport  pio- 
gress,  it  was  necessaiy  to  considei  when  he  should 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.  He  had  been  in  hopes  that 
t&ey  would  have  been  able  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
in  the  course  of  the  present  sitting  j  but  such  a  mass 

f      J  S  2  Of 
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«f,fiesh  svidenoe  Jba4  unexpectedly  and  suAivnJy 
c©pi^  b^fojfle  the"  Committee,  m  consequence  of 
^e&^king,  fia$>fcaln  Huxley  Saturn's  buieau,  m  order 
to  tmd  the  note  supposed  to  have  been  destroyed,  %nd 
f^porre-d  by  the  Select  Committee  to  be  referable  so 
this  inquuy,  as  wouttf  make  it  impossible  to  take  it 
into  consideration  that  night,  bethought  the  Com- 
mittee might  meet  on  Monday,  and  that  m  the  i li- 
te urn  Gentlemen  might  peiuse  01  take  extracts  fiom 
those  letters,  and  on  that  day  ask  leave  to  sit  agam, 
at  such  time  as  might  then  be  deemed  mo§t  proper 
and  convenient. 

The  Ch.ajrman  then  left  the  Chan,  the  House 
was  resumed,  the  Chan  man  reported  pi  ogress,  and  it 
was  orckned  tha<t  th$  Committee  meet  agam  orj  Mon- 
day. 

[Captain  Huxley'  Sandon  was  ordered  to  be  re- 
manded to  Newgate.] 

fLe Chancellor  of  theExcHEauERobsevred, 
that  it  would  be  necessary  the  letters  he  had  just  al- 
luded to  should  be  sealed,  and  placed  in  the  custody 
of  some  pioper  person  or  peisons.  It  seemed  ^  how- 
ever, dtfficuk  to  fix  in  whose  hands  they  should  be 
left,  so  as  to  give  the  Members  of  that  House  an  op- 
poitunity  of  seeing  them,  and  making  such  extracts 
they  might  severalty  think  proper  to  make. 

The  Spe  \kek  intimated  that  the  proper  officer  to 
take  caie  of  papers  was  the  Clerk  of  the  Journals  an4 
Papers,  and  he  should  beNordered  to  permit  Members 
of  the  House  to  peruse  and  make  extracts  fi  omthem, 
but  no  one  else. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that 
an  observation  had  been  recently  made  by  an  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman,  which  appeared  to  him  as 
highly  important  as  any  tbat  had  been  made  m  th-e 
course  qf  this  examination,  viz.  that  on  a  close-  in- 
spection. 
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spection,  the  turu  and  texture  of  many  of  the  letters 
"ill  tbe  note  of  the  Puk6  of  York  wa<?  different  Trofa 
those  of  the^othef  letters  said  to  be'wriCten  by  hiiii. 
Bfeicould,  therefore,  wish  that  some  other  persons, 
such  as  those  of  the  Bank,  or  Post  Office,  who' were 
fin  daily  habits  of  examining  different  hand-writing  for 
the  .purpose  of  detecting  forgenes,  might  also  be  per- 
mitted to  see  thefri,  and  be  called  on  for  their  opi- 
nions before  the  Committee  ;  *and  to  obviate  any  ob- 
jections; it  might  be  ordered,  that  no  such  peisons 
should  be  pei  mitted  to  peiuse*  them,  but  by  an  order 
fiom  the  Speakei. 

Mi.  C.  Wynne  thought  it  would  be  better  that 
such  inspection  should  take  place  at  the  Bar,  and 
then  the  Committee  might  see  any  impression,  which 
surpnse  at  the  difference,  if  any  should  he  found, 
might  ra^se  on  then  countenance. 

Mi.  W  .  bMi  i  h  expressed  his  opinion  that  the  ob- 
seivation  alluded  to  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gen-* 
tleman  was  highly  important,  but  as  it  ^contained  a 
inost  minute  cuticism,  he  thought  an  examination  of* 
the  several  lettsis  at  the  bai,  would  be  too  brief  and 
sudden  foi  the  Gentlemen  inspectois  td  form  that  de- 
cided judgment  which  was  necessary.  Re  should, 
therefoie  prefer  the  proposition  of  the  Right  ttonpuiv 
able  ^Gentleman* 

Loid  Fo lk stone  said,  he  was  soiry  this-  had  not 
been  mentioned  sooner  befoie  the  Committee,  he* 
cause  he  thought  the  more  letters  written  by  the 
Duke  of  York,,  which  they  had  to  compare  with  the 
note,  the  better  able  they  would  be  to  form  a  decided 
opinion  as  to  the  difference.  It  had  been  proposed 
that  Mis.  CLrke  should  produce  a  bundle  of  th*> 
Duke's  letter? 5  which  she  had  in  her  poffeffion,  but 
that  not  being  agreed  to  at  the  time,  there  would  not 
now  be  an  opportunity  of  having  an  inspection  of 
these  letters  alqng  with  the  others. 

Mr.  Mjellish  said,  he  had  carefully  perused  the 

S3  n)te 
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<#e>teai}d  the  two  letters,  and  on<a  comparison,  per- 
ceived a  great  difference  in  theftufn  and  formatron^f 
several  of  the  letters,  which  made'  him  doubt  ^heir 
being  of  the  same  hand- writing. 

,[It  was  then  ordered,  that  all  the  papers  Eluded 
to  should  be  sealed  upin  a  box,  and  delivered 
ml&  the  eust6dy  of  the*Ci£tk. 

f»That  they  should  remain  so  sealed  up  in  his 
custody,  but  that  at  particular  hours,  viz. 
from  eleven  to  three,  they  should  be  shewn  to 
the'Members  of  the  House,  and  to  such  other 
persons  as  should  be  authorised  by  anx>rder  of 
the  Speaker. 

[The  Chairman  was  dnected  to  lepoit  Progress, 
and  §sk  leave  to  sit  d»ain. 

Adjourned  at  Half  past  Two  o' Clock. 

Monday,  the  20th  of  February, 

Lord  foLKSTONE  moved,  that  Mrs.  Hovenden, 
the  Cashier  of  Coutts's  Bank,  Thomas  Nesbitt,  and 
Thomas  Batemen,  and  Lieutenant  Colonel  Hamilton, 

summoned  to  attend,  on  that  day,  the  Committee 
of  the  bole  House,  inquiring  into  the  conduct  of 
Ms' ftoyar  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  — Ordered, 

Mr.  jPowler,  Mrs.  Mary  Ann  Clarke,  Captain 
fluxfev  Sandon,  Thomas  fearton,  Mrs.  Favorey, 
and  Miss' Mary  Ann  Taylor,  were  also  ordered  to 
attend  the  Committee  at  the  same  time. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  wished,  before  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair,  to  put  a  question  to  a  Right 
Honourable  Gentleman  opposite.  He  understood 
that  that  Right  Honourable  Ge'ritleman  had  ex- 
pressed, the  other  day,  a  statement  of  the  monies 
had  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  from  the  Duke  of  York,  for 
maintaining  the  expences  of  Gloucestei  Place.  Npwv 
he  wished  that  that  statement  should  be  put  in  a 

just 
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}asfc  light.  He  prop&ssd,  theraf©t?e,  lo  the  RigBt 
Honourable5  Gentleman^-  whether  it  would  not  be 
pfbpmt&  caM  such  p^rsobs  to  the  bar  asxoa)d  piwe 
the  expenditure  of  Gloucester  Place  establishment 
and  the  channels-  through  whiclj  it  was  supplied  ^ 
-  Tile  CwmtUhhoiC  of  the  E^HEauift  thought 
that  the  proper  tribunal  to  #s©e¥tam  the  truth  of  that 
statement  would  be  a  Seldct  Committee.  He  was 
sure  the  Rouse  would  be  as  well  satisfied  with  their 
determination  on  the  subje&t  as  they  could  be  with 
their  own.  At  the  same  time  he  apprehended  there 
would  be  still  some  difficulty,  as  though  the  trades- 
men's accounts  were  laid  befoie  that 'Committee,  it 
would  not*  go  to  prove  how  that  money  had  been 
obtained  ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  wanld  the  ac- 
count of  how  it  was  obtained  prove  to  the  Committee 
how  it  had  been  applied  3fter  it  w-as  obtained* 
When  he  had  made  to  the  Committee,  on  a  former 
night,  the  statement  he  did,  there  was  such  a  variety 
of  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  referring  it  to  a, 
Select  Committee,  that  he  did  not  press  it  further. 
He,  had,  however,  no  objection  whatever  now  td 
the  appointing  that  select  Committee.  * > 

Sir  Thomas  Turt on  recollected  that  there  was 
some  trifling  confusion  prevailed  after  the  Right 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  made  his  statement ; 
owing  to  the  circumstance,  that  he  had  not  heard 
any" proposition  for  a  Select  Comrnittee,  but  he 
feared  that  a  Select  Committee  would  not  answer. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchfqu^r  saw  no 
ground  for  apprehending  that  the  House  would  not 
be  completely  satisfied  with  the  Report  of  a  Com* 
mittee  of  that  nature. 

^ir  Thomas  Turton  replied,  u  that  the  House 
mi^ht,  bait  he  {eared  it  would  not  be  as  satisfactory 
t^Ahe  public."  ^  , 

Sir,  Abercrombib  begged  .  that  .indulgence 
from  the  Committee  which  it  had  in  similar  en  cum- 
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>stan$e§  conferred  mpon  Gth£ra ;  it  was  tQ,  dor^ppt^n 
error  in  the  testimony  of  qn$  Qftfrg  vyitri$sse$  a^t^e 
desire  of  that  witness*  It*  appeared  ^vvn  the^nt- 
tiutes  thajt  Mr.  Greenwood  had  stated  £Iderjtc>n 
to  be  an  improper  person  {for  promotion  ;  povif  upon 
further  season,  ijt  appeared  ,that  Mr.  Greenwood  JUni- 
self  Jiad^recommended  Mr.  Eldeiton,  and  qp  |h^t 
recommendation  he  had  been  promoted,  f  <„ 

.Mr.  W^itbrb MP,  though  he  had  no  doubt  of 
the  accuracy.ojt  the  statement  made  by  his  Hqnour- 
able  Friend,  or  of  the  eiror  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Greenwood  being  merely  unintentional,  still  hefhd 
not  see  how  the  minutes  could  be  altered  by  any 
other  way  than  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Greenwood*  , 
„  ThejSjp.j&A&Eji  was  pf  the  same  opinion,  and  sug- 
gested that  Mr,  Greenwood  should  attend  hereafter 
4©  correct  that  evidenpe.  ^ 
,  Mr.  Ab^rcrombje  said,  that,  ha\ ing  made  the 
statement,  he  ^as  satisfied  ] 

Mr.  C.  iVD  A  after  doing  justice  to  the  candour 
which  had  marked  throughout  the  present  inquiry, 
£he  conduct  of  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman* 
wished  to  know  if  among  the  many  conferences  he 
had  with  his  Royal  Highness,  if  at  any  one  of  them 
lie  had  learned  through  what  channel  he  had  been 
made  acquainted  with  the  intended  suppression  of 
the  short  note  ? 

Thv  Chancellor  of  the  Exqhe&uer  said, 
that  all  he  had  to  tell  he  had  then  communicated; 
he  had  then  said,  that  Colonel  Hamilton  had  first 
informed  him  upon  the  subject. 

The  House  then  went  into  the  Committee. 

[Mr.  Wharton  in  the  Chair  ] 

The  Chairman  informed  the  Committee,  that 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  General  Clavering, 
stating  a  seeming  inconsistency  in  his  evidence^  and 
expressing  a  wish  that  he  might  again  be  called  be* 

fore 
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fere  the  Committee  in-order  that  he  rmght  &xplaifr 
\L\        cry  of  nead  f  read  /] 

%ofd  T&Mvuu  moved,  that  the  Letter  mentioned 
b^  "the  Chairman  to  have  been  received  by  him 
from  Gerieral  Clavering,  be  read, 
"  The  Chancellor  ofthe  Exchequer  observed, 
that  if  General  Clavering  wished  to  Correct  aiff 
thing  which  appeared  to  be  mc6nsistent  or  conttfa^ 
dictory  iahis  evidence,  let  him  be  summoned, ot* 
let  him  attend  if  he  was  there ;  but  he  saw  no  rfeasfot* 
why  his  letter  should  be  read. 

Xord  Temple  answered,  that  as  he  understood 
General  (Slavering  was  then  attending,  he  wouldy 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  withdraw  his  motion* 

Mn  Johnson  was  then  called  in  as  a  witness. 

Mr.  Whitbre^d  rose,  and  the  witness-  was* 
sired  to  withdraw*  He  said  that  he  apprahefldSel 
ihh  Committee  had  already  examined  several  p&Wns 
who  were  deemed  the  most  competent  to  kno^  tk% 
Duke  of  ^rk*s  hand- writing.  It  would  appeal 
feam  what  be  had  been  given  to  un*dei?sfeand,  tfeftl 
tkis^  Gentleman,  who  was  then  produced  a#  a  wit- 
ness from  the  Post  Office,  knew  nothing  of  the 
writing  of  his-Royal  Highness? ;  and  it  appeared dfy 
htm  somewhat  extraordinary  that  the  Committee 
shouldnow^ resort  to  an  evidence  not  ?i^arfy$d  stfldtfg 
as  that  of  those  witnesses  who  had  already  bee  ft  fex* 
amined.  Such  a  ftile  as  that  which  the  Committee 
was  now  about  to  pursue  had  once  obtained,  he  be- 
lieved, in  Counts  of  Justice,  m  cases  of  capital  of? 
fences,  but  it  had  for  some  time  been  discontinued. 
If  that  wefre  rea%  ffve  ease,  he  begged  the  House  td 
consider  seriously  what  must  be  the  effect  of  calling 
this  wi%m$$  before  they  agreed  to  ad mk  hvm  tcrthfc 
Bar  f  for'hpwever  inclined  they  might  be,  to  gty£ 
'every,  indulgence  in  their  power  to  the  Royal  Per- 
^(ma^ef  wh^was-  accused,  ye*  they  should  vml  weijg^ 
imiheir  minds- whether  any  other  person  would,  rf 
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standing  before  them  on  the  same  or  similar  charges, 
be,  allowed  an  equal  degree  of  favour.    In  his  op!- 
iiiori^  they  had  given  latitude  to  Colonel  Gordon/ in 
permitting  him  to  take  a  paper  from  his  pocket,  arid 
compare  it  with  the  note  which  he  was  called  upon 
to  say,  whether  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  Duke 
of  York's  hand-writing  ;  yet  almost  immediately 
afterwards  forty  letters  were  shewn  to  Mrs.  Clarke, 
and  she  was  told  that  she  must  not  read  any  one  x>r 
any  part  of  any  one  of  them  ;  but  must,  from  merely 
viewing  the  signature,  say  positively  whether  thfey 
were  her's  or  not.    It  would  seem  rather  hard  she 
should  not  have  been  allowed  to  see  whether  any 
alterations  or  interpolations  had  been  made  in  any  of 
them,  but  from  solely  the  name  at  the  bottom, 
should  be  obliged  to  allow  they  were  he* 's.  He 
knew  very  well  the  Committee  had  decided  by  their 
proceedings  that  they  were  not  to  be  confined  within 
thje  strict  rules  respecting  evidence,  by  which  the 
Courts  pf  Law  regulated  themselves— ^but  having 
made,  this  allowance  to  Colonel  Gordon,  be  must 
leave  it  for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee^ 
whether  haying  already  committed  improprieties* 
would  justify  them  in  adding  to  those  irfi proprieties, 
by  aliqwing  a  witness  to  be  examined,  who  could 
dniy  speak  upon  the  writing  of  a  person  he  had 
never  seen  write ;  a  practice  certainly  not  allowed 
in  the  courts  below.    Under  these  circumstances, 
if  a  vote  should  take  place  on  the  subject,  he  should 
give  his  against  the  witness  being  admitted.  1 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
sidered that  this  objection  of  the  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  have  been  made  when  the  subject 
\tfas  first  introduced  to  the  notice  of  the  Committee; 
fpr  when  it  had  been  decided  that  such  evidence1 
should  be  resorted  to,  it  seemed  rather  hard  that  any 
opposition  should  now  be  made  to  it.  >  He  supposed, 
however,  that  the  Honourable  Gentleman  bad  left 
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House  the  other  nrght  before  the  sulyect  was 
mentioned  in  the  Committees   In  the  cofirsve  of  trie 
last  night's  4iseussio«io«n  this  inquiry,  an  Honourable 
Member  under  the  gallery  had  observed,  that 
tad  jCa[reful4y  compared  the  note  with  the  two  letters 
which  had  been  actually  proved  to  be  the'Duke  of 
York's  hand- writing,  and  had  discovered  that  tlie 
letters  in  the  note  appeared  to  him,  from  their  for- 
nation,  to  be  more  like  an  imitation  of  letters  thart 
a  regular  hand-writing.    On  this  it  was  thought 
necessary  that  the  information  should  be  attended 
to,  and  followed  up  as  accurately  as  possible  ;  and, 
asit  would  be  altogether  out  of  the  power  of  all  the 
Members  of  that  House  to  examine  the  papers  so 
minutely  as  to  foim  a  decision  on  the  point,  it  was, 
thought  mest  advisable  to  apply  to  four  or  five  per- 
sons of  the  Post-office  and  the  Bank,  who  were  ia 
the  use  and  habit  of  investigating  such  points  in 
cases  of  life  and  death.    If  these  letters  and  note 
were  only  to  be  submitted  to  a  Jury  of  twelve  men, 
they  might  ail  of  them  examine  each  of  the  letters 
so  minutely,  £s  to  decide  the  point  by  themselves  ; 
but  in  so  great  a  number  as  the  Members  of  that 
tiouse,  such  an  examination  would  be  absolutely 
impossible.    A  similar  pioceeding  had  boen  allowed 
in  a  trial  at  bar  by  fonr  Judges,  sitting  in  solemn 
decision  in  the  Court  6f  King's  Bench  ;  but  in  one 
case,  that  decision  had  been  denied  to  be  law  -by 
one  Judge  at  Ntsi  Prius.    The  present  measuie  as 
he  observed  btfore,   had  been  adopted  the  other 
night  ;  and  though  it  might  not  fall  in  with  the 
observations  of  the  Honourable  Gentleman  on  the 
subject,   it  was  somewhat  hard  the  witness  should 
now  be  objected  to,  after  it  had  previously  been 
agreed  upo-n  that  he  should  be  examined,  ^and  he 
l\ad  been  sent  for  accordingly. 

Respecting  too  the  observation  of  the  Honourable 
Gentleman,  that  it  seemed  as  if  the' Committee 
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were  inclined  to  give  indulgence  an  one  side  and 
.not  on  the  other,  t%  he  thought  it  was  by  no  means 
the  ease.  Iu  one  instance  a  person  was,called  to  ex- 
amine a  hand-writing  that  was  not  his  own,  and  In 
the  other,  a  writing  which  was  her  own.  If  there 
had  been  any  irregularity,  it  was  in  having  admitted 
Colonel  Gordon's  evidence,  but  none  in  Mrs. 
Clarke's  ;  for  if  any  thing  should ^rise  n  the  course 
of  the  letters  produced  to  the  injury  of  Mrs.  Clarke's 
evidence,  she  wculd  be  allowed  to  have  an  exami- 
nation of  such  parts,  and  if  any  alterations  and  in- 
terpolations had  beerj  made,  she  wouid  be  able  to 
detect  and  point  them  out.  From  the  mode  adopted 
by  the  Speaker,  he  was  equally  ignorant  of  the  evi- 
dence this  witness  would  givei  as  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  was,  or  any  other  person  whatever  ,  but 
he  thought  as  he  had  been  calied  upon  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  make  the  examination,  and  had  done  so, 
he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  give  his  evidence  on  the 
subject,  be  it  whatevei  it  might. 

Mr.  Whitbread  "  saw  no  difference  between  a 
Jmy  and  the  Members  of  that  Hoi&e,  as  he  thought 
no  Member  would  give  his  judgment  Without  hav- 
ing examined  the  p  »pers  carefully  with  his  own  eyes, 
and  after  he  bad  so  done,  ho  believed  thcie  was  not 
a  Member  who  would  not  give  his  opinion  m  pre- 
ference to  his  own  eye-sight,  before  that  of  this  w  n- 
ness,  or  any  other  who  foimed  his  judgment  fiom 
the  same  basis." 

Lord  Folkstoni  had  come  prepared  to  make  the 
same  objection,  in  which  he  had  been  anticipated  by 
♦  the  Honourable  Gentleman  below  hmi ;  and  he  must 
obseive  generally  as  to  this  kind  of  evidence,  that 
whenever  it  had  been  resorted  to,  it  was  always  in 
the  case  of  its  being  the  best  evidence  that  could  be 
obtained  on  the  subject.  Mrs,  Ckrke  had  given  a 
direct  testimony,  and  if  Gentlemen  would  seriously 
and  carefully  attend  to  the  whole  of  her  evidence, 
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it:  would  appear  taJbe&&  correct,  fair,  honourable 
Ig&t*mim%y4e$  eould  be  given.  Four  Gentlemen  of 
bononf  h&d-been  examined  on  the  point  in  question, 
<wh0*&U?  agreed  that  it  was  so  like  the  Dukeof  York's 
&$&d*wrii»fng,  that  they  beleived  it  to  be  his.  (A  cry 

,s*l  With  respect  to  the  doctrine  of  being  allowed 
Hto  prove  any  thing  by  a  comparison  of  hands,  the 
fo§t  case  which  had  been  determined  on  the  subject 
was  at  Maidstone  It  was  that  o£  Jackson  v.  Ca.tor, 
fprahbel;  and  Mr.  Garrow,  ior-the  Plaintiff,  calle$ 
e^videpoe  such  as  this  to  prove  that  the  libel  was 
written  m  a  feigned  of  supposititious  hand,  and  that 
Ttbere  was  a  similarity  between  this  feigned  hand  and 
tj^t  of  the  Defendant  Cator.  The  Noble  Lord  then 
r£ad  an  extract  from  the  speech  of  Lord  Ellenbo- 
roagh,  who  was,then  Attorney  General,  and  Coun- 
sel loathe  Defendant,  by  which  it  appeared,  that  he 
.said  he  was  fiot  desinng  the  Court  not'  to  go  the 
length  of  Judges  in  the  woist  of  times,  but  only  the 
Judges  who  were  then  admin isteung  the  laws  ot  the 
land.  He  referred  to  the  case  of  Revet  and  Braham, 
which  had  been  quoted  by  the  Right  Honourabte 
Gentlejman  opposite,  being  the  trial  at  Barhe.had 
mentioned,  and  shewed  that  that  case  had  after- 
wards been  iever$ed  b57  Lord  Kenyon.  The  witness 
,WA$  asked  whether  he  could  say  the  libel  was  like 
the  handwriting  of  Cator,  but  Lord  Kenyon  would 
not  allow  him  to  answer  the  question,  because,  he 
said,  '  that  comparison  of  hands  was  no  evidencfe. 
And  in  a  similar  case,  which  came  to  be  heard  be* 
fore  Mr.  Justice  Yates,  that  most  upright  and  learned 
Judge  held  expiessly  the  same  doctrine,  and  said  he 
did  not  kpow  *tny  ca&e  where  comparison  of  hands 
€0^14  be  admitted.  In  au  indictment  for  forgery, 
&  person  who  bad  seen  the  party  write,  might  be 
admitted  to  prove  it,  but  not  by  a  comparison  on1  a 
uSimUaj^y  erf  han4s.    There  was  also  submitted  by 
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Lord  Ellenborough  to  the  Court  the  case  of-  the 
seven  Bishops,  in  which  Chief  justice  Jeffreys  and 
another  Judgewere  willing  to  receive  such  evidence, 
and  Mr.  Jushce  Powell  and  another  were  against  tt, 
which  shewed  that  the  Lawyers  even  of  that  day 
never  thought  it  right  to  prove  forgei  y  by  a  corn- 
pan  son'of  hands.  Mr.  Baron  Hotham's  decision  in 
the  case  Jackson  and  Cator,  and  in  which  he  rejected 
the  doctrine  laid  down  in  Revet  and  Braham,  was 
an  authority  which  compelled  him  to  acquiesce  en- 
tirely in  the  opinion  of  that  Learned  Judge.  The 
Solicitor  for  the  Plaintiffs,  in  the  case  of  Jackson 
and  Cator*  w£s  prepared  to  take  down  a  host  of  In- 
spectors from  the  Post  Office,  to  prove  the  libel  was 
in  a  feigned  hand.  The  defendant  was  prepared  with 
another  host  of  Inspectors  from  the  Bank,  who 
would  have  proved  the  direct  contrary.  This  state- 
ment had  been  made  to  him  by  the  Defendant's  So- 
licitor,' who  was  a  gentleman  of  great  honour  and 
credit  in  his  profession,  and  showed  how  very  great 
the  difference  of  opinions  was,  with  regard  to  the 
comparison  of  hands.  He  would  therefore  entreat 
the  Committee  to  weigh  well  the  matter,  before  they 
allowed  such  evidence  to  be  called  to  the  bar." 

Mr.  Berseford  said  a  few  words,  in  favour  of. 
the  witness  being  called. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  was  of  opinion,  that  a  Parlia- 
mentary Commission,  which  had  power  to  examine 
on  oath,  might  have  been  preferable  in  many  respects 
to  the  present  mode  of  enquiry,  but  it  had  also  oc- 
curred to  him  that  an  investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Duke  of  York  ought  in  such  a  case  as  this  to 
be  conducted  in  the  same  manner  as  that  of  any  other 
subject — for,  if  not,  it  would  clearly  follow  that 
none  of  the  Royal  Family,  ought  to  hold  any  public 
situation.  -  He  thought  the  House  of  Commons 
should  have  the  power  of  examining  on  oath  as  well 
as'  the  House  of  Lord.    Such  a  privilege  seemed  to 
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have  crept  in  there  because  the  House  often  sat  in 
a  judicial  capacity—but  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons exercised  a  judicial  function  he  saw  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  have  a  similar  privilege,  and 
he  hoped  to  see  the  day  when  the  distinction  in  this 
instance  would  be  done  away.  The  object  was  to 
get  at  the  truth,  and  in  order  to  assist  the  House  in 
coming  to  a  right  conclusion  these  witnesses  were 
called,  and,  aftenali,  the  whole  would  be  matter  of 
opinion,  for,  when  all  these  witnesses  had  been  ex- 
amined, they  must  at  last  compare  probabilities,  and 
judge  for  themselves.  There  was  a  groat  confusion 
in  the  general  argument  on  this  subject.  The  House 
was  not  bound  by  the  strict  rules  of  Courts  of  Jub- 
tice  in  thifrmore  than  in  other  cases.    Even  when  a 

Eerson  was  asked  whether Jie  had  seen  another  write, 
e  spoke  to  his  belief,  not  from  the  circumstance  of 
having  seen  him  write,  but  because  from  having  seen 
he  was  more  accurately  acquainted  with  the  writing. 
—He  admitted  that  this  was  a  very  uncertain  mode 
of  prbcedure,  and  as  a  proof  of  that,  he  mentioned  a 
circumstance  which  had  lately  occurred.  An  Ho- 
nourable Member  having  been  shewn  two  letters 
said,  that  he  thought  the  one  to  be  the  hand-writing 
of  Sir  H.  Mann,  and  was  rather  of  opinion,  that  the 
other  was  not.  He  on  looking  as  both  these  letters 
would,  from  a  comparison  ot  the  hands,  Jiave  ha<i 
no  difficulty  in  declaring,  according  to  his  belief, 
that  the  second  letter  was  Sir  H*  Mann's,  as  well  as 
the  first ;  and  that  the  only  difference  arose  from  his 
having  a  bad  pen  in  the  one  case,  and  a  gcod  one_in 
the  other*  he  highly  commended  the  caution  with 
which  the  Gentlemen  spoke,  "who  had  been  before 
called  to  give  their  opinion  as  to  this  note.  This 
caution  was  highly  honourable  to  themselves,  when 
they  had  only  two  short  lines  to  decide  upon,  and 
gave  great  weight  to  their  evidence.  As  to  the 
person  from  the  Post  Office,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
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he  should  not  be  called*  because  the  House  was  not 
strictly  bound  by  the  rules  of  Courts  of  justice  ,  but 
as  to  the  evidence  which  he  might  give  v&leat  quan* 
turn,  it  might  enable  the  House  to  judge  a  little  bet* 
ter  on  the  subject,  and  it  was  to  be  observed,  that 
th^re  was  a  difference  between  this  case  and  that  of 
a  forgery*  where  one  was  tried  for  his  life*  Wit,h 
respect  to  the  comparison  of  letters  by  Colonel  Gor- 
don* he  did  not  see  why  he  should  not  be  allowed 
to  assist  his  own  judgment  in  this  'Way.  Whatever 
irregularity  there  might  be  in  point  of  form  there 
was  none,  in  substance.  He  agreed  that  when  Mrs. 
Clarke  was' asked  to  pfove  her  own  hand- writing,  it 
was  improper  to  forbid  her  to  read  thernj  for 
though  a  person  on  a  general  view  of  a  letter  might 
admit  the,  whole  to  be  his,  yet  it  was  ppssible  on 
a  more  attentive  perusal  to  discover  things  which 
it  was  impossible  he  could  have  written,;  and  ho 
might  also  perceive  additions  and  lnterpolfctiQns, 
which' might  be  extremely  material.  He  recol- 
lected a  case  where  a  person,  on.  the  first  view  of 
a  letter,  immediately  admitted  it  tp,  be  his,  but 
w  a  more  closer nspection  fcund  thakalarge  portion 
of  it  had  not  been  written  by  hhn.  He  did  not  see 
upon  the  reason  of  the  thi,ng  why  the  witness  should 
itot  be  examined. 

Mr.  EUthurst  agreed -with  the  last  speaker 
that  there  was^no  serious  ejection  to  the  evidence 
now  offered  He,  however,  dented  the  propriety 
of  allowing  witnesses  in  every  case  to  look  over  the 
whole  of  their  letters  which  they  were  called  upon 
t$  prove.  Tn  Courts  of  Justice  it  was  often  necessary, 
for  the  purposes  of  justice,  to  conceal  the  bodies  of 
letters  from  the  witnesses,  and  only  shew  the  sig- 
natures. This  was  the  common  practice  ;  hut  at  the 
same  time,  there  were  undoubtedly  exceptions  to  the 
rule,  where  it  might  be  material  to  shew  the  whole 
letter,  m  order  to  detect  interpolations,  and  for  other 

purposes, 
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purposes*  In  the  course  of  several  years  a  variation 
m.ghfc  certainly  take  place  in  the  hand- writing  of 
any  person,  and  this  was  the  reason  why  Colonel 
Gordon  had  looked  at  the  Duke  of  York's  letters 
written  in  different  yeais,  that  be  might  be  enabled 
to  refresh  his  memory  and  speak  more  accurately. 
Nothing  he  thought  could  be  more  proper  than 
this,  and  he  was  of  opinion,  that  the  House  had 
acted  perfectly  right,  both  in  the  case  of  Colonel 
Gordon  and  of  Mrs,  Clarke,  With  respect  to  the 
particular  question  at  present  under  consideration, 
the  House  had  already  gone  beyond  the  strict  rules 
of  Courts  of  Justice  Be  expressed  his  surprize  at 
the  remark  of  the  Noble  Lord,,  concerning  the  evi- 
dence of  Mrs  Clarke  and  the  other  witnesses  on  the 
subject  of  the  note  m  question.  As  to  Mrs,  Claike's 
credibility  he  would  at  present  grve  no  opinion,  but 
the  note  was  so  far  horn  being  absolutely  proved,  to 
be  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  York,  that  the 
legal  question,  *c  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  the 
Duke  of  York's  h^nd- writing"  was  put  only  to  one 
of  the  witnesses*,  and  lie  said  "  that  it  he  were 
obliged  to  give  an  opinion,  he  would  rather  say  that 
it  was  not  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-writing." 
Tnere  was  then  a  doubt  on  the  subject,  and  the  mat* 
ter-  m fight  be  said  to  hang  in  equilibria*  In  this- 
situation,  why  should  the  House  refuse  to  take  what 
further  assistance  might  be  offered^  It  had  been 
eaid  that  all  this  was  a  matter  of  conjecture*  but 
surely  the  House  would  not  refuse  whatever  infor- 
mation might  assist  them  m  conjecturing  rightly  > 
The  question  to  which  the"  witnesses  were  to  speak, 
was  not,  whether  these  "  were  or  were  not  the  let- 
ters of  the  Duke  of  York  but  they  were  called 
upon  to  say,  as  men  of  skill,  in  compaiison  of  hand s, 
whether  two  or  three  papers  were  all  written  by 
%\xg  sartre  person."  The  case  was  different  from  such 

Geiferal  Brownngg 
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as  had  been  stated  by  the  Noble  Lord  The  House 
acted  as  Jurors  and  at  the  same  time  in  the  capacity 
of  Judges,  and  therefore,  no  doubt,  would  exercise 
a  bound  discretion  on  all  the  evidence  produced  * 

Air.  Brand  wished  to  explain  the  grounds  on 
which  he  would  give  his  vote  in  case  the  question 
came  to  a  decision.  After  the  general  evidence 
which  had  been  admitted  already  in  the  course  of: 
this  investigation,  he  was  astonished  to  heai  the 
present  evidence  objected  to,  and  he  wai  more  asto- 
nished to  hear  that  ohjtction  come  ftom  his.honour- 
abie  and  Noble  Friends^  who,  when  he  befoie  had 
recommended  some  strictness,  had  argued  so  strongly 
in  favpur  of  generality  in  the  evidence  ,  and  this  too, 
*&hen  the  utmost  that  appeared  from  the  cases  cited 
was,  that  the  point  was  probiei  lattcal  m  Courts  of 
Law.  {Hear1  bear1)  He  thought  the  evidence 
©ught  to  be  admitted 

SirS.  Rom  illy  declared,  the  question  aopeared 
to  him  to  be  of  such  high  impoitance  that  he  thought 
the  Committee  should  not  determine  cn  it  betote 
they  were  in  possession  of  more  information.  1  he 
object  was  very  diikre^t  from  that  of  Courts  ofc 
Justice,  and  therefore  the  House  could  not  be  bound 
by  similar  ties.  The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman 
apposite,  had  not  stated  the  matter  fairly,  when  he 
meiely  talked  of  a  decision  at  Bar,  and  one  at  Nut 
Trim.  The  fact  was,  that  m  the  case  of  Revet£ 
and  Biaham,  which  was  a  trial  at  Bar,  the  decision 
was  so  contrary  to  the  established  principle^  of.  Jaw, 
and  gave  so  universal  and  so  great  an  alarm  to  the 
whole  Bar,  that  on  the  subsequent  occasion  in  the 
case  at  Nisi  Prius,  Mr  Baron  Hotham,  who  was 
wet!  known  to  be  a  judge  very  diffident  of  his  owiv 
opinion,  took  on  himself  to  reverse  the  law  held  in 
tfcue  oilier  case;  of  the  trial  at  Bar  3  and  it  was  very 

♦  L'  rd  I  kutoFie. 
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evident,  and  perfectly  well  known,  that  he,  a  single 
judges,  sitting  at  Ntsi  Pnus,  never  would  have  un- 
dertaken to  overturn  that  decision  of  the  Court*  had 
he  not  been -well  aware  that  it  had  been  highly  and 
loudly  condemned  by  the%  ufuvers^l  opinion  of  the* 
whole  Bar.  There  was  no  question  of  law  so  nice, 
as  that  of  saying  "  whether  any  certain  piece  of 
writing  is  that  of  any  one  particular  person  01  not 
the  property,  the  liberties,  and  the  lives,  of  all  the 
subjects  of  this  realm,  were  deeply  interested  in  it ; 
and  it  ought  never  to  be  forgotten  in  that  House,  in 
particular,  that  Algernon  Sydney  lost  his  life  by 
admitting  a  comparison  of  hand- writing,  and  as- 
Lord  Ellenborough  had  so  lately  argued  the  case 
most  seriously,  the  House  ought  well  to  consider 
whether  tins  was  really  law  or  not.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee,  by 
going  deeply  into  the  reason  of  this  case,  but  he  had 
leally  heard  nothing  to  convince  him  in  what  had 
been  advanced  that  night  on  the  sublet.  If  the 
House  were  to  judge  by  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  below  him  *,  a  comparison 
®t  hands  was  unquestionably  bettet  than  seeing  ar 
person  write,  that  argument,  it  seemed  to  him, 
went  too  far,  for  it  proved  "  the  companson  to  be 
the  best,*'  which  was  a  doctrine  long  since  exploded. 
The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  on  the  floor  f 
had  said  that  the  House  bad  examined  four  Gentle- 
men, but  had  not  put  the  proper  questions  to  therm 
Then  why  not  put  these  questions  to  them  ?  They 
were  still  to  be  called  before  the  House,  and  it  was 
much  better  to  put  these  questions  to  them  in  such- 
a  manner  as  the  Right  Honourable  Gentle  nar* 
should  point  out  as  a  proper  one,  than  to  admit  evi~ 
dence  so  very  alarming  as  this  appeared  to  him  to< 
be.    He  begged  the  Committee  to  recollect  that 

*  Mr  W.  Smith.        t  Mr  Bathurst, 

the- 
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the  evidence  to  be  produced  was  to  decide  the  point 
by  a  comparison  of  hands ,  that  this  was  decided 
contrary  to  the  established  law  of  the  land  5  and 
is  it,  said  he,  the  evidence  of  those  peisons  which 
shall  be  allowed  to  determine  this  positively  to  he 
the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  York  He 
thought  it  ought  not^  and  should  therefore  objecjL 
to  the  witness  being  called  to  the  bar  ^ 

Mr*  Rf resford  said  a  few  words  explanatory  of 
what  he  had  previously  mentioned. 

The  Attorney  Gfneral  said  his  Right  Ho- 
nourable and  Learned  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down, 
could  not  more  highly  respect  the  judicial  opinion 
of  Lord  Ellenborough  than  he  himself  dm,  but 
when  he  considered  that  m  the  case  alluded  to,  he 
went  to  Maidstone  as  Counsel  for  the  Defendant^ 
all  the  law  he  had  then  held  on  the  sabject  was 
merely  that  of  an  advocate,  doing  the  most  he  coald 
for  the  cause  of  his  cl  ent,  but  was  by  no  means  to 
be  considered  m  the  light  of  h  judicial  opinion  He 
could  not  allow  £he  season  gnen  by  his  Right  Bo- 
nouiable  and  Learned  Friend  lor  Biron  Hotham's 
overruling  the  decision  ol  the  Couit,  because  it  was 
the- universal  opinion  ol  the  Bar  that  that  decision 
was  co'ntrary  to  lav  I  it  the  case  of  Revett  and 
Braham,  the  point  was,  whether  the  hand- writing 
was  feigned  or  real ;  and  this  was  to(be  determined  by 
persons  from  public  offices,, who  acted  as  inspectors-. 
In  the  trial  before  Baron  Hotham,  the  inspectors 
Atom  the  Post  Office  were  asked  whether  the  hand- 
writing of  the  Defendant  Cator  was  a  feigned  hand  : 
so  fa?  it  agreed  with  the  case  of  Revett  and  Rraham  ; 
but  it  wrent  further,  and  having  proved  the  opinion 
that  the  band- writing  was  feigned,  they  proceeded 
to  ask  whether  it  had  been  feigued  by  the  persorf 
wjlio  wrote  the  libel,  and  this  was  to  be  done  by 
shewing  the  Defendant's  writing,  and  then  com- 
gating  it  with  the  hbel  y  this  was  refused ;  but  so 
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far  as  whether  the  hand  was  a  feigned  hand,  Baron 
Hot  ham,  in  the  case  of  Jackson  and  Cator,  sup» 
ported  the  doctrine  in  Revett  and  Braham*  The  ques* 
tion,  however,  then  was,  whether,  as  the  Commit* 
tee  has  hitherto  proceeded,  these  witnesses  should 
be  allowed  to  be  called,  and  whether  the  Committee 
should  receive  any  fuither  assistance  towards  proving 
the  hand-writing.  The  Committee  had  already  ex- 
ceeded the  strict  rules  t>f  legal  justice,  and  were 
then  only  asked  Jto  admit  the  evidence  of  persons 
who  have  been  accustomed  to  examine,  and  to  say 
whether  certain  hand- writing,  submitted  to  their 
inspection,  be  feigned  or  real,  and  whether  they 
will  not  be  better  able  to  jadge,  From  persons  of 
such  experience,  thaq  by  their  own  only;  ot?  that 
ground,  he  should  apprehend  the  Committee  wopjd 
come  to  a  decision. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the,  witness  was 
allowed  to  be  called  in  without  a  division* 

THOMAS  METQALJ^  ]Vt.  D.  was  called  in, 
arid  examined  by  the  ConanjuU^e,  as  follows  ; 

Chairman,    Q.  You  are  a  Physician  >— • -A  I  am. 
Q  Arc  you  Mis.  Cia  kt]s  medical  attendant  > — A  I  am. 
Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  C  Id  ike  ia  the  course  of  thisdiy  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q,  Is  ber  state  of  health  suoj,)  as  to  pievent  her  attend-* 
ing  to  give  evidence  to  any  > — A  I  think  totally  so. 

Q  Can  you  form  any  opinion  when  Mis,  Clarke's  hearth 
will  peimit  her  to  atttnd  > 

A  I  should  think  i»i  the  couise  of  two  days 

£lhe  Witney  was  daecied  to  withdiaw. 

[It  having  been  moved  and  seconded,  that  the 
evidence  to  the  hand-wiiting  about  to  be  pro- 
duced, be  not  received ;  upon  which,  the 
question  was  put,  and  passed  in  the  negative, 
without  a  divi^on."] 

Mr, 
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Mr.  SAMUEL  JOHNSON  was  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.,   Q;  What  are  you  ? 

A.  Inspector  6F  Franks  at  the  General  Post  Office. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  that  situation  ? 

A.  I  have  been  in  the  Office  about  thirteen  years,  or 
rather  more  ;  hi  that  situation  about  six  years;  i  think 
it  was  in  1802  I  was  appointed  to  the  Franks. 

Q.  In  that  situation,  is  it  your  particular  duty  to  look 
at  hand-wriung,  and  observe  its  different  variation  ? 

A,  It  is  our  duty  to  perceive  that  no  franks  pass  either 
from  the  House  of  Peers  or  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
franks  by  the- P^ers  or  the  Members  themselves. 

Q,  In  the  course  of  that  duty,  it  ia-  ne-cessary  for  you  to 
be  very  particular  in  youi  examination  of  hand-writing  ? 

A.  As  much  so.  as  our  time  will  permit. 

[The  tw0  letters  and  the  note  being  shewn  to  the  Witness*] 
Q.  You  have  seen  these  papers  before,  in  the  room  of  the 
Ho^ase  of  Commons.- — A.  I  have 

Q.  The  paper  to  which  particularly  I  wish  to  direct  your 
attention,  is  the  small  paper  j  in  your  opinion,  is  that 
smaller  paper  the  same  hand-writiug  as  the  larger  papers  ? 

A*  It  resembles  it  so  nearly,  that  I  should  think  it  was* 

<2.  In  point  of  fact  have  you  occasionally,  from  inspec- 
tion only,  detected  fa^se  or  feigned  signatures  ? — A.  Yes> 

£The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  ROBERT  SEARLESwas  called  in,  and  exa- 
mined by  the  Committee,  as  follows: 

The  Chancellor  of  'the  Exchequer,    Q,  What  are  you. 
A.  A  Deputy  Inspector  of  Franks. 
Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  that  situation  ? 
A>  About  eighteen  months. 

[The  two  letters  and  the  note  were  shewn  to  the  Witness,  ] 
Q.  You  have  seen  these  papers  before  }~A.  I  have. 
Q.  Look  at  them,  and  tell  me  whether  you  think  they 
are  all  the  same  hand-writing  1  think  they  are. 

,  [The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 
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Mr.  THOMAS  NES BUT  was  called jn,  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

Mr.  Berisford.    Q.  What  is  your  employment  ? 
A.  f  &mJn  the  sei  vice  of  the  Bank. 
Q.  In  what  depariment  of  the  Bank  are  you  ? 
A>  Principal  of  the  Letter -of  Attorney  Orhce. 
Q.  In  that  Office  are  you  in  the  habit  ot  examining  hand* 
writings,  that  aie  suspected  (o  bd  forgenes  ? 
A.  Yes,  constantly  so. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  that  emplcyment? 

A   Between  thirty  and  forty  years,  m  the'daily  habit* 

Q.  Are  youjn  the  habit  of  examining  writings  that  you 
so  suspect,  by  comparing  them  with  orhei  wi icings,  ac- 
knowledged to  be  the  hand  of  the  same  party  > 

A,  Certainly. 

Q.  In  making  such  comparison,  what  Is  your  usual  habit 
of  doing  it  > 

A.  A  signature  to- a  letter  of  attorney  for  sale  is  left 
at  the  Bank  for  me  to  examine,  and  if  to  any  other  letter 
of  attorney  the  pioprieror  h<vs>  put  his  name,  or  has  ac- 
cepted the  stock,  this  letter  of  attorney  in  question  would 
be  examined  by  thosi  signatuies. 

Q.  In  s"o  do  ng,  are  you  in  the  habit  of  observing  the- 
turn  of  the  different  band*  in  writing  the  names,  to  see 
whether  the  ;  arty  writing  turned  his  hand  the  same  way  f 

A.  Certainly. 

[The  two  Utters  and  ike  note  were  sh?<wn  to  the  Witness."] 
Q.  Have  you  seen  these  pipet^s  before  ? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  By  a  close  inspect  on  of  the  band-writing  of  the  let- 
ter&,  do  you  perceive  any  d'fFeren~e  in  the  turns  of  any 
one  compared  with  the  others  * 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Bathurst  rose  ta  order — ha  thought  the 
proper  course  of  examination  was,  that  which  had 
been  pursued  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

The  Chajstcello^  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
understand  the  objection  of  his  Honourable  Friend 
on  the  opposite  side.    His  Honourable  Friend  4re- 

hind 
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1^3  lum  ^^iflg%rmedThis  ow\i  judgment  bf  an 
a|t§f tim  tp  %e,  formation  V*f  the  letters^  wtshct|- ffif 
direct  the  $£ttentidh  of  the  witne&s*td  tbe  particul&ir 
qk^umst^nges  which  hSd  weighed  \lrth*himMH* b& 
fore  he  asked  him  the  general  qu^i^oft^fH!!^ 
bought  perfectly  pro|rer— and  as  his  HSllouraM 
Friend  had  been  in  a  Situation  whefelie*himjsi$f  fiSH 
been  in  the  Habit  of  comparing  hand^  he  h&d  gff |4 
up  the  examination  of  thWwltnfesfTtaiifta. 

ft£r.  Bat  hurst  contended  that  the  examination 
ought  to  be  confined  to  the  general  question ;  as  to 
a,  (ri4i%A  differepc^  ina  word  or  a  letter,  the  hand* 
Anting  at  eaah  of  the  Members  of  the  House  might 
$9  far  vary  pt  different  times.    But  the  point  was 

whether  on  a  view  of  the  whole  the  witness  was  of 
pinion  tfc&t  the  writings  were  the  same."  'jh\e 
question  he  thought  the  more  improper  as  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  founded  it  on  personal 
pinion. 

Mr.  JSjlljot  had  an  objection  to  ^tate  different 
Sfrom  that  of  his  Hpnourable  Fnend,  who  had  just 
gat  dawn.  He  thought  it  of  great  importance  that 
the-ftouse  and  the  Committee  should  be  consistent. 
J^  \yitness  had  been  before  rejected  because  he  could 
sfteak  only  from  signatures,  and  this  witness  stood 
in  the  same  situation. 

TbeCH  ANC&LkORof  the  Exchequer,  remaiked 
c|h|Lt  the  witnesses  now  called  were  not  called  with 
&  ?kw  to^prove  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of 
York,,  but  to  say  whether  two  papers  shewn  them 
were  m  the  same  hand-writing.  The  question,  he 
contended,  was  in  substance  unobjectionable  ;^for 
it  war  proper  and  important  /to  direct  the  attention 
*#f  the  fitness  to  the  materials  upon  which  he>as 
to  ju4^e  i  and  this  he  supposed  was  the  $bject\>f 
%s  fttfnpurable  Friend. 

*  Mr  J3sr$5foh© 

Mr. 


(   217  ) 

Mr*  Ellison  considering,  that  the  House  hadT 
decided  that  these  witnesses  should  be  called,  he 
had  nothing  to  say  on  that  point ;  but  he  was  very 
anxious  that  it  should  not  ge  forth  to  the  public  that 
there  was  any  thing  like  an  attempt  to  lead  the  wit- 
ness* The  object  was  to  get  at  the  truth ;  and 
fbe  question  had  a  manifest  tendency  to  lead  the 
evidence.  This  therefore  would  not  serve  the  cause 
of  truth  ;  and  on  that  account  his  sentiment  was 
strong  against  it. 

Mr,  Beresforb  stated,  that  having  been  him- 
self in  the  habit  of  examining  hand- writings  with  a 
view  to  detect  forgeries,  he  had  looked  at  the  note 
and  the  other  letters,  and  had  made  observations 
which  appeared  to  several  Gentlemen  to  whom  he 
mentioned  them  to  have  weight.  He  had  refrained 
from  asking  any  questions  of  the  two  first  witnesses, 
as i  he 'might  from  the  circumstance  have  a  prejudice 
in  his  mind  that  might  lead  him  to  ask  an  improper 
question.  But  the  Gentlemen  around  him  seemed 
to  think  there  was  no  impropriety  i,n  his  asking 
questions,  and  pointing  out  the  particulars  to  which 
he  wished  the  witness  to  attend  before  the  general 
answer  was  given .  He  should  be  sorry  to  press  any 
question  which  might  be  thought  improper,  and  if 
there  was  any  objection  to  his  last  question,  he 
wouW  abandon  it. 

Mr.  Wi lb er force  thought  the  question  very 
improper  in  the  peculiar  circumstances  under  which 
these  witnesses  came  before  the  Committee.  They 
had  already  examined  the  papers,  and  of  course  had 
attended  to  the  necessary  particulars,  and  it  was 
quite  needless  now  to  lead  their  attention  to  them. 
They  pught^  first  to  be  asked,  "  whether  they 
believed  the  hand- writing  to  be  the  same,"  and  if 
they  answered  in  the  affirmative,  they  might  then 
with  perfect  propriety  be  asked  "why  they  thought 
No,  XXII.— V.  2.         U  so/' 
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so."  But  upon  the  principle  of  the  last  question, 
a  witness  might  be  asked  five  hundred  preliminary! 
questions,  so  as  to  fritter  away  his  opinion  before  he 
gave  it.  The  same  course  ought  to  be  followed  with 
respect  to  this  witness,  that  had  been  adopted  with 
resnect  to  the  two  former,  otherwise  it  might  be 
imagined  that  the  gentleman  who  examined  the  wit- 
nesses,  resorted  to  this  circuitous  method  from  the 
dread  of  an  opinion  contrary  to  their  wishes. 

Mr,  Bebesford  moved  that  thequestion  be  ex- 
punged., which  was  accordingly  done. 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in.]} 

Q.  State  whether  you  think  these  several  papers  were 
all  written  by  the  same  person,  looking  both  at  the  direc- 
tions and  the  inside  of  the  letters  ? 

A.  I  have  looked  very  attentively  at  the  note  particu- 
larly, and  compared  it  with  these  two  letters,  and  after  a 
great  deal  of  attention  and  care  in  looking  at  almost  every 
letter  in  the  note,  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  was  not  written 
by  the  same  hand. 

Q,  On  what  circumstances  in  that  note  do  you  ground 
your  opinion  ?  ; 

A,  Because  I  perceive  a  neatness  through  almost  every 
letter  of  the  note,  which  is  not,  I  think,  to  be  found  in 
the  letters  ;  and  the  whole  of  the  writing  in  the  note  ap- 
peals to  me  to  be  of  a  smaller  character  than  the  letters  i.n 
general  are;  I  think  I  perceive  a  stiffness  in  several  of  the 
letters  in  the  note,  which  I  do  not  perceive  in  the  twodet- 
feers  dated  Sandgate  and  Weymouth. 

Q.  Have  you  any  further  observation  to  make  ? 

A*  I  will  just  add,  that  in  the  two  letters  dated  Sand- 
gate  and  Weymouth,  there  appears  to  me  to  be  a  general 
freedom  I  do  not  perceive  in  the  note. 

Lord  Folks  tone,  Q.  You  state,  that  you  perceive  in  fhe 
formation  ot  the  letters  of  the  note  a  neatness  of  character 
which  you  do  not  perceive  in  the  letters ;  do  you  not  con- 
ceive 
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eel ve  that  difference  may  arise  from  the  difference  of  th$ 
p&M  and:  -jttik;  used  -in  'thee  writi ug ?  •  x 

u4*  That  circumstance  has  not  <  escaped  my  mind,,  but 
after  looking  at  that  also,  I  am  st  il  of  opinion  that  it  was 
not  .the  same  writing. 

Q,  You  stated,  that  you  are  principal  Inspector  *  f  die 
Letter  of  Attorney  Office  ;  in  exam,  riing  letters  of  attorney 
in  that  office,  is  it  not  your  principal  business  to  look  at 
the  signature  ?— A.  It  is. 

Q.  Is  that  your  only  business  ? 

A.  No,  surely  not ;  that  is  the  principal  business. 

Q.  What  other  part  of  the  hand*  writing  are  you  ac- 
customed to  examine,  besides  the  signature  ? 

A.  It  is  necessary  for  me  to  read  over  the  whole  of  the 
letter  of  attorney,  to  see  that  it  is  correct  in  all  its  pares, 
and  when  so  done,  to  compare  the  signature  with  any 
former  signature,  and  if  it  agrees,  of  course  it  is  admitted; 
if  it  does  not  agree,  we  have  other  modes  of  proof,  such 
as  looking  at  other  signatures,  comparing  the  hand- writing 
of  the  witnesses,  and  still  other  proofs. 

Q.  Is  it  expected  that  the  hand-writing  in  the  body  of 
the  letter  of  attorney  should  be  written  by  the  person  who 
signs  his  name  at  the  bottom  ? 

A,  The  letters  of  attorney  are  almost  universally  filled 
up  by  the  Clerks  in  the  Office  over  which  I  presiae  ;  the 
body  of  the  letter  of  attorney  is  uniform  iy  filled  up  by  them. 

Q.  Then  is  not  the  comparison  of  writings  to  which 
alone  your  attention  is  directed,  altogether  a  comparison 
of  signatures  It  is. 

Q.  Have  you,  in  looking  over  the  note,  observed  that 
there  are  no  dots  to  the  i's  in  that  note  ?« — 

A%  I  have  not; 

Mr.  C.  Adams.  Q.  Have  you  observed  whether  there 
are  any  dots  to  the  i's  in  the- two  letters  ? 

A'r  i  think  I  haye  observed  dots  in  some  parts  of  the 
letters:-? 

Q.  Look  over  the  letters  again,  with  a  view  to  that  cir* 
cum  stance  ? 

'The  IVitn ess y  looked  over  the  letters']— A .  I  do  not  observe 
several,  bat*  I  do  find,  in  the  first  letter i  have  looted 

into* 


1  nto,  one  ;  that  is  the  letter  dated  from  Weymouth.; 

Q.  Have  you  observed  but  one  i,  in  these  two  letters, 
with  the  dot  over  it  ? 

A,  I  have  not  observed  more,  ,  ;.oC> 

Q.  Having  adverted  to  that  circumstance,  do  you  renews 
of  the  same  opinion' with  regard  to  the  hand*  writ  rhg  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  should  change  my  opinion,  be- 
cause I 1  think  that  the  ensemble  of  die  note  appears  to 
me  altogether  n  different  kind  of  hand. 

Q.  You  haves  ated  to  the  Committee,  that  you  looked 
over  these  letters  and  the  note  with  great  attention  j  how 
did  it  happen  that  so  remarkable  a  circuit  stance  as  that 
escaped  your  attention  ?   .  •••• 

A.  I  do  not  at  all  wonder  that  such  a  circumstance  as 
that  should  escape  my  attention,  it  is  the  first  time  I  have 
ever  been  called  upon  in  this  House,  however,  and  sur- 
rounded as  I  was  by  Gentlemen  on  every  side  at  the  time 
Iwas  examining  into  the  letters,  as  far  as  my  time  and  at- 
tention would  allow,  I  do  not  wonder  that  that  circum- 
stance escaped  my  attention. 

Q.  How  long  a  time  were  these  letters  under  your  in» 
spection  in  the  Committee-i  corn  above  stairs  ?. 

A.  I  think  about  an  hourj  but  in  the  course  of  that 
time,  I  had  a  great  variety  of  letters  to  look  over,  of  Mrs; 
Clarke's  and  other  persons,  which  f  was  directed  to  look 
at,  and  which  I  did  look  at,  and  observed  the  characters 
with  some  attention. 

Hon.  Mr.  Yorfa.*  If  a  person  wanted  to  forge  the 
writing  of  another  who  put  dots  to  his  i's,  would  the 
forger  not  do  it  also  ?  * '  . 

*       ,     [The  Witness  \yaa  dlveeted  to  withdraw, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  objected  to  this  question,  as  it 
could  at  best  be  nothing  more  than  &  flatter  of  in* 
ference.  .* : 

Mr.  Yorke  said,  it  was  not  a  question  6f  infer* 
ence,  but  of  experience. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  thought  if  that  wa^the. 
intention,  the  best  waj  4f  pvttting^  the  question, 

-  would 
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would  be,  'DM  he  ever  remember  such  a  circum- 
Starrce  ? 

Mr.  Sharpe  said  any  answer  the  witness  gave 
oould  be  of  no  onsequence,  as  he  had  confessed  he 
had  not  attended  to  the  circumstance. 

[The  Witness  was  again  called  in.] 

Hon*  Mr.  Yorke.  Q.  Do  you  remember  an  instance  of  a 
person  endeavouring  to  forge  or  imitate  the  hand-writing 
of  another  who  did  not  put  dots  to  the  i's,  who  in'thac 
forged  or  imitated  paper  was  accustomed  to  put  dots? 

A.  I  do  not  exactly  recollect  any  circumstance  about 
,dots  of  i's,  but  1  have  refused  signatures,  and  perhape 
daily  do  that,  which  turn  out  to  be  forgeries,  though  ges 
nerally  innocent  ones,  but  not  actually  thesignatuie  of  th- 
parties  that  should  be  there.  ' 

Q;  Does  the  -circumstance  of  there  being  no  dots  to  the 
i's  in  the  note  before  you,  make  any  difference  in  your 
opinion  "  > 

A.  It  certainly  was  a  circumstance  that  I  did  not  advert 
to,  and  therefore,  as  far  as  that  goes,  I  certainly  think  il 
is  of  weight,  but  not  sufficient  to  alter  my  opinion. 

Mr.  Thompson,  Q.  In  the  course  of  examining  the  sig- 
nature of  powers  of  attorney,  have  you  not  observed  that 
the  signature  of  the  same  person  varies  considerably  in  a 
short  period  of  time  ? 

*  :'Ac  I  certainly  have,  and  that  may  arise  from  a  variety 
of  circumstances,  such  as  ill  health  a  signature  made  be- 
fore.  or  after 'dinner  has  frequently  been  very  materially 
different,  and  indeed  a  variety  of  other  circumstances 
would  alter  the  signature  materially. 

Q.  Have  you  not  admitted  the  validity  of  signatures  of 
the  same  person,  &o  varying  as  you  have  stated,  in  a  greater 
degree  than  tl  6  variation  .between  the  wiiting  in  the, note 
and  the  two  ietu  r 

A>  L  have  no  doubt  but  I  have,  but  it  will  arise  from 
tin-,  circumstance,  probably,  that  where  the  signature  of 
ihfe:co.w'ittf  nt  dilfWrs  materially  we  have  then  the  signa- 
ling 


(    *2%2  ) 

ture  bif  two  witnesses  to  look  at,  and  if  the  signature  o 
either  of  those  witnesses  should  be  well  know  to  me  to  be 
in  all  probability  a  true  signature,  I  mean  a  signature  that 
passes  before  me  very  frequently,  that  would  operate  in 
my  mind  to  admit  the  power  of  attorney,  though  there 
might  be  some  considerable  variation  between  the 
constituent's  signature  in  the  one  instance  and  in  the 
other. 

Q.  Have  you  not  admitted  the  validity  of  the  hand- 
Writing  of  those  varying  signatures,  where  the  witnesses 
have  been  totally  different  persons,  and  totally  unknown 
to  you  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have  not,  because  that  is  my  particular 
business  to  attend  to>  not  to  admit  any  thing  that  is  not  in 
itself  exactly  what  it  ought  to  be,  without  such  pioof  be- 
fore me  a&  should  enable  me  to  admit  it. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  the  signatures  of  the  witnesses 
to  the  powers  of  attorney,  in  the  country,  are  you  ac- 
quainted with  ? 

A*  I  cannot  say  the  proportion  of  hand-writings  of  wit- 
nesses that  I  am  acquainted  with,  but  certainly  a  great 
number,  and  you  will  allow  that,  when  I  tell  you  that 
everyday  I  admit  from  forty  to  fifty,  sixty,  and  a  hundred  3 
hardly  any  day  is  less  than  forty,  and  very  often  a  hundred. 

Q;  You  must  know  that  powers  of  attorney,  executed 
by  the  same  person  in  the  country,  are  attested  by  very 
different  witnesses  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Do  you  not  depend  upon  the  signature  of  the  person 
who  executes  the  power  of  attorney,  much  more  than 
upon  any  name  of  any  witness  to  the  execution  of  that 
power  of  attorney  ? 

A.  I  certainly  do,,  that  is  the  first  object. 

Q.  ODo  you^iot  principally  depend  upon  the  signature 
of  the  person  who  executes  the  power  of  attorney,-  not- 
withstanding the  variations  in  the  hand- writing  of  that 
person  ?  ' 

A.  I  certainly  do. 


q.  And 
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Q*  And  yau  have  admitted  the  validity  of  those  signa- 
tures, with  greater  variations  than  you  find  between  the 
note  and  the  two  letters  ? 

A.  1  certainly  have,  but  collateral  evidence  has  Come 
in  to  satisfy  me  of  the  validity  of  the  signatures? 

Sir  J.  Hall.  Q.  Do  you  consider  the  note  as  having 
been  written  in  imitation  of  the  hand-writing  of  the  letters? 

A.  That  was  my  opinion  at  the  time  I  was  examining 
them. 

Q.  Is  it  in  the  usual  and  common  habit  of  yourself  to 
be  called  upon  for  your  opinion,  aud  to  give  an  opinion 
upon  the  similarity  of  hand  writing,  where  there  are  no 
signature!  of  names  whatever  ? 

A,  It  has  very  seldom  happened  of  late  years,  for- 
merly it  was  more  frequent,  because  of  late  years  I  have 
understood  that  such  kind  of  evidence  has  not  been  ad- 
mitted in  the  courts  of  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  Lyttleton.  Q.  Having  stated  that  yon  have 
been  chiefly  conversant  with  the  examination  of,  signa- 
tures, do  you  judge  of  them  by  comparison  with  other 
signatures  of  the  same  person,  or  a  general  comparison 
of  the(  hand-writing  of  the  person  supposed  to^ign  I.  tt 

A.  I  judge  of  them  by  a  comparison  with  other  signa- 
tuies  of  the  same  person  ? 

'  l*Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  papers  in  which  the  signature 
and  the  other  writing  in  those  papers,  purported  to  be, 
and  to  your  knowledge  were,  written  by  the  same  person  ? 
A.  J  have. 

Q.  Have  you  in  those  cases  observed  that  the  signatures 
are  in  many  case*  different  from  the  general  writing  ? 

A  I  certainly  have,  and  I  rou^t  acknowledge  that  sig- 
natures in  general  are  much  easier  to  judge  oi  than  com- 
mon lines  of  writing,  b( cause  signatures  have  always  ap« 
peared  to  me  a  set  kind  of  hand,  which  a  man  takes  up, 
and  m  general  does  not  part  with. 

Mr.  Martih.  Q.  Prevbusly  to  your  examination  of  the 
two  letters  and  the  note,  had  it  been  intimated  to  you  by 
any  person,  and  by  whom,  that  there  was  reason  to  doubt 
©f  the  authenticity  of  the  note? 

A.  I  think  I  should  answer  to  that,  that  I  read  the  news- 
paper  ever,y  evening,  and  therefore  1  have  read  all  that 

concerns 
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concerns  this  business  every  evening  as  constantly^  it 
jshas  passed. 

Q>  Is  the  committee  to  understand  that  the  first  doubt 
you  entertained,  was  by  what  was  suggested  from  reading 
the  newspapers  ? 

A.  I  certainly  came  with  no  prejudice  in  my  mind,  but 
I  came  determined  to  form  my  mind  from  What  i  should 
see  tn  the  note  and  in  the  letters. 

Q.  Is  the  committee  to  understand  that  the  first  doubt 
you  entertained  was  by  what  was  suggested  from  reading 
the  newspapers  ? 

A.  1  think  I  said  "that  I  came  here  with  no  prejudice, 
but  to  form  my  mind  from  what  I  should  find  in  reading 
,over  the  note  and  the  letters.  . 

Q.  Is  the  committee  to  understand  that  the  first  doubt 
you  entertained  was  by  what  was  suggested  from  reading 
the  newspapers  ? 

A.  I  conceive  that  I  might  reason  upon  the  subject,  but 
certainly  I-came  here  with  no  prejudice  uhatevei. 

Q«*Is  the  committee  to  understand  that  the  first  doubt? 
you  entertained  was  by  what  was  suggested  from  leading 
the  newspapers  ? 

A.  I  certainly  did  reason  upon  the  subject  in  my, own 
mind,  but  I  came  here  with  no  prejudice  whatever. 

Q.  Have  you  carefully  examined  both  the  letters,  and 
do  you  find  in  any  parts  of  either  ot  those  letters  any 
difference  in  the  hand-writing,  are  both  those  letters  ex- 
actly in  the  same  character  and  style  of  hand-wiitiug  ?  , 

A,  I  did  not  perceive  any  particular  diffeience  in .  tke 
mode  of  writing  in  those  two  letters,  but  that  they  were 
all  written  with  the  same  kind  ot  freedom,  except  where 
the  ink  appeared  to  fail,  and  that  will  constantly  be  the 
case  under  such  a  circumstance. 

Q.  Is  or  is  not  the  diffeience  in  the  note  and  the  letters 
greater  than  that  which  you  have  frequently  observed  be- 
tween acknowledged  pieces  of  hand- wining  of  the  same 
person. 

,  A,  The  difference  between  the  note  and  the  letter  ap- 
pears to  me  to  arise,  taking  it  aitogether,from  the  neatnes»s 
and  thestiffness  ofwriting  which  I  do  not  observe  in  the  two 
letters;  as  to  there  being  a  greater  difference  between  the 
note,  and  the  ktters,  and  any  two  signatures  which  I  have 
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admitted,  1  really  cannot  tetl  how  to  answer  that,  the 
differences  in  signatures  are  so  veiy  uequ^ut  and  so  va- 
uous,  that  I  cannot  well  explain  inyte^  upon  that  bub- 
ject.  , 

Mr.  Whitbread.-  Q  You  have  said  >ou  have  only 
Lee n  able  to  judge  or  the  autiwntiaiy  of  one  s^<u?M.ue, 
by  companng  it  with  anothei,  how  ar^  you  then  a  better 
judge  than  any  clerk  in  my  countin^-hou^e  in  Lond  >n  ? 

(The  Witness  ordeied  to  withdiaw. 

Mr.  Dent  said  it  was  impossible  for  the  witness 
to  answer  that  question* 

Mr.  Whiter  ead  defended  the  question.,  he  said 
if  the  witness  had  only  ro  he  a^ked  whether  Fie- 
deiick  was  like  Frederick,  then  the  witness  might 
be  competent  to  pass  an  opinion  ,  but  when  he  con- 
fessed he  could  only  judge  of  the  authenticity  of 
one  signature  by  comparing  it  with  another",  then  he 
thought  the  question  a  just  and  proper  one. 

Mr*  Canning  considered  it  unfair,  because  the 
witness  did  not  come  to  th«  Bar  voluntarily  to  -be 
examined,  presuming  on  his  own  superior  competency* 
but  he  came  on  a  summons  to  give  the  best  opinion 
he  could  form. 

Mr.  Wh i  thread  could  not  agree  in  anv  such 
opinion.  When  the  witness  was  summoned  ne  was 
set  up  as  a  judge,  and  of  course  should  be  able  to 
prove  the  competency,  which  he,  if  not  openly,  at 
least  tacitly  assumed. 

Mr  B.  Bathukst  suggested  the  following  form 
for  the  question,  in  which  Mr,  Whitbread  acquu 
esced, 

Mr,  B*  Bathurst.  Q.  Fiom  your  habits  of  business  at 
the  Bank,  have  you  more  frequent  opportunities  of  com- 
paring the  general  hand-writing*,  of  parties,  than  persons 
engaged  in  any  meicantile  or  othei  counting-house  in  the 
City  of  London  ? 

A,  I  am  persuaded  not,  and  I  have  thought  myself 
frequently  incompetent  to  such  kind  ol  examinations,  be- 
cause 
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cause  my  constant  practice  lias  been  with  respect  to  sjg- 
natures  only. 

Q.  You  having  stated  that  you  had  been  occupied  one 
hour  in  examining  all  the  papers,  inclusive  ot  Mrs.  Claike's 
letters,  what  time  <jid  you  devote  to  the  examination  of 
the  thiee  letters  now  in  question? 

A*  I  think  U  is  probable  that  I  might  have  been  from 
half  an  hour  to  tl  lee  quarters  on  the  one,  and  the  rest 
of  the  time  on  the  various  letters  of  Mrs,  Clarke,  and 
so  on. 

Q,  Might  not  the  short  note  and  the  two  letters  have 
been  the  hand-vrnting  of  the  same  person,  supposing  the 
short  note  wntten  in  the  morning,  and  the  two  letters 
after  dinner, or  vice  versa? 

A.  I  think  that  might 'possibly  have  been  the  case,  but 
then  that  written  in  the  aiternoon  would  have  been  much 
woise  than  that  written  in  the  morning. 

Q.  If  two  powers  of  attorney  had  been  piesented  to 
you  for  your  examination,  one  in  the  hand  of  the  letter 
which  was  acknowledged  to  be  the  hand  writing  of  the 
party  who  presented  it,  and  the  other  in  the  hand  writing 
of  the  short  note,  with  your  observation  would  you  offici- 
ally have  refused  the  acceptance  of  that  latter  power  of 
attorney  ? 

A,  If  there  had  been  no  oth^r  circumstances  a«»  col- 
lateral  evidence  in  favour  ot  it,  I  ceitamlv  should  have 
demuued  to  the  signature* 

Q,  Have  you  not  said,  that  writings  diffeiing  as  much 
a<*  these,  h-ive  ultimately  turned  out  to  be  genuine  ? 

A.  It  i  have  not,  1  am  peisuided  they  have  done  so. 

[The  W'tness  na>  duetted  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  THOMAS  BATEMAN,  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  the  Committtt\  as  follows  * 

Attorney  General.    Q.  In  what  business  «ie  yju  ? 
A.  In  theseiviceoi  the  Hank  ot  lunjdml. 
Q.  In  what  depaitment  ? 

A*  My  en.piouiicot  is  the  e^amln!n^  poucjs  „t  dtinr 
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ney  in  the  first  place,  as  to  the  accuracy  of  them,  and 
then  examining  their  signatures'. 

Q.  [The  two  letters  and  the  note  were  shewn  to  the  Wit* 
tiess,^  Have  you  examined  those  two  letter*  and  that 
note,  for  the  purpose  of  discovering  whether  they  &\e 
Wntten  by  the  same  person  or  not. — A.  I  have. 

Q,  How  long  have  you  been  employed  in  the  depart- 
ment, in  which  you  now  aie  ? 

A*  Neaily  twenty  yeais. 

Q.  You  are  still  in  that  situation. — A.  I  am. 

Q.  You  state  that  you  have  examined  these  two  let- 
ters and  that  note,  for  the  puipose  of  discovering  whe- 
thet  they  are  wntten  by  the  same  person  ? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Look  at  them  now,  and  tell  me  whether  they  were 
in  }  our  judgment  wntten  by  the  same  perbon  «* 

A   I  think  there  is  a  veiy  correspondent  similarity. 

Mr.  Loikhart.  Q.  In  your  judgment  is  the  note  writ- 
ten by  the  same  peison  as  these  letters  were  wntten  by  ? 

A.  I  can  only  bay  that  theie  is  a  veiy  maiked  simi- 
lanty. 

Q.  Upon  examining  these  letters  and  the  note,  have 
you  any  leason  to  think  they  were  not  written  by  the  same 
peison  ? 

A.  1  have  not  any  reason  to  think  they  were  not,  I 
have  no  reason  at  all  up.n  that  subject. 

Q.  Upon  examining  those  letters  and  the  note,  have 
you  any  reason  to  think  they  were  not  wntten  by  the 
same  person  ? 

A,  After  what  1  haye  said,  I  think  I  cannot  answer 
that  question  but  in  the  way  I  ha\e  answered  it. 

Q  If  two  powers  of  attorney  caiae  before  you5  signed 
one  in  the  character  of  the  ^iote,  and  the  other  in  the 
character  of  the  letters,  would  you  have  passed  them 
both  as  written  by  the  same  person  ? 

A,  I  think  I  should 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

iMr.  THOMAS  BLISS,  was  called  in,  and 
*,  and  Examined  by  the  Committee  as  follows  : 

Attorney-G<  neral.    Q.  What  is  your  employment  ? 
A*  One  ot  the  Investigators  of  the  Bank  of  England. 

Q  What 
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dm  What  is  your  business  in  that  department  ? 
A*  To  ex^mme  and  inspect  into  forged  notes. 

(lf  How  long  have  you  been  in  that  situation  ? 
.jdf*  About  fifteen  >ears. 

IJ.  Is  Jt  yout  business  to  discover  whether  the  signatures 
to  those  notes  aie  or  aienot  genuine? — A,  It  is. 

Q  Do  you  examine  any  thing  but  the  signatures  tQ 
those  notes  ? 

A.  "The  whole  of  the  notes  ;  eveiy  writing  on  the  note5 
it  leads  to  many  other  things,  the  paper,  the  writing, 
the  engravkig,  and  the  whole  of  the  notes. 

Q.  Do  you  examine  any  writing  upon  the  notes^  except 
the  signature  ? — A.  Yes,  very  frequently. 

Q.  What  part  of  those  bills  which  )uu  examine  is  writ- 
ten, except  the  signature? 

A.  The  date  and  number. 

Q*  Do  you  examine  Bank  Post  Bills  as  well  as  Bank- 
[Notes'* — A,  No. 

Q,  I  hen  there  is  nothing  of  wnt'ng  upon  those  bills  you 
examine*  but  the  dates,  the  numbers,  and  the  signatures  - 

A,  Nothing  else,  except  it  might  be  wilting  by  the  pub 
lie,  at  times,  upon  thf*  notes. 

\The  two  letteis  and  the  note  xiere  shewn  tv  the  Witness. j 
Q.  Have  you  examined  the  (wo  letteis  and  the  note 
now  put  into  your  hand,  for  the   purpose  of  discovtnng 
whether  they  aie  written  by  the  same  person  or  not  ? 
A.  1  have. 

Q.  According  to  the  best  judgment  you  can  foim,  aie 
they  or  aie  th'  y  not  written  by  the  same  .person  ? 
A   2  should  Suppose  they  weie. 

Mr,  J,  Smith.  Have  jou  any  doubt  upon  that  subject 
at  all? 

A.  From  letters  that  I  saw  aftei  wards,I  have  some  doubt, 
but  if  I  had  not  seen  a?  y  other  letteis,  from  the  appear- 
ance <>f  thc^e  J  should  have  had  no  dt.ubt. 
*  Mr.  Buthurst.    Q  What  letteis  did  )ou  see  afterwards  ? 

A.  I  saw  d  lift  rent  letters  on  the  table  wheie  I  examined 
these,  that  I  was  desired  to  '  look  at  from  I  believe  No, 
31  to40  or   1.  ^  ' 

Q.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand,  that  from  the  ob- 
servation you  have  made  upon  the  letters  and  the  note 

you 
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joulutve  just  seen,  ,V'ju  have  no  doubt  but  they  weie 
written  by  the  same  person  ? 

A.  1  did  not  .say  I  had  no  doubt  I  said  I'th^ugh^  rhjy 
were.  ";' 

Q,  Have  you  or  luive  you  not  any  doubt  upon  flat 
subject,  alluding  to  the  three  letters  you  have  just  seen  ? 

A..  From  the  letters  that  I  saw  since,  many  of  thanar* 
seeming  to  differ,  I  have  some  doubt'  of  it.  \  ^ 

Q.  Have  you  or  have  you  not  any  doubt  upori  that  sub- 
ject, alluding  to  the  three  fetters  you  have  just  seen  ? 

A.  From  the  examination  of  the  three  letters,  which  I 
lopped  at  as  carefully  as  possible,  I  thought  they  were  all 
of  one  hand-writing. 

Q,  Whose  letters  do  y#u  imagine  those  were  that  you 
saw  besides  ? 

A,  There  were  papers  numbered  as;  far  as  40'  upon  the 
table;  I  went  in  at  a, late  hour,  only  one  being  allowed 
to  go  in  at  a  time,  1  looked  only  at  ten,  fiom  30  to  40 
or  41,  and  I  understood  from  those  letters  they  were  writ- 
ten by  Mis.  Clarke.     *  . 

Q.  Explain  how  the  comparison  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  lot-1 
ters  induced  you  to  doubt  about  the  similarity  of  the  three 
others  ? 

A.  After  i  had  been  desired  to  look  at  two  letters,  and 
fhe  other  to  compare  the  hand- writing,  I  wa?  desired  to 
look  at  the  other  letters,  and  compare  them  with  the  first 
tw  o  lettei  s  ;il so. 

Q.  How*  did  that  compa-ison  alter  the  opinion  you  hud 
before  formed  ? 

A.  Because  though  they  were  written  b)  one  person,  yet 
they  d  ffered  in  the  writing,  there  weie  some  very  phviu 
to  read,  a'nd  some  more  difficult  to  read>_  some  written 
lather  larger,  and  some  rather  smaller. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  have  stated  that  the  two  ietieis 
and  the  note  appeared  to  you  at  first  to  be  of  the  same 
writing  ? — A.  I  did  say  so. 

Q.  Therefore,  though  these  were  written  at  ditferent 
times*  there  appeared  no  great  difference  in  the  writing? 

A.  There  did  not, 

Q.  How  was  that  opinion  altered  by  finding  that  ano- 
ther person  did  at  different  timt-s  write  different  hands  ? 
Nov  XXII.— V.  2.  X  A.  From 
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A.  From  the  diffucnce  ot  that  hand- writing  ;  some  of 
them  I  cot**paied,  in  some  mcHture,  boie  a  semblance  to 
the  first  two  letters  ,  if  ]  had  seen  no  otheis  than  the  fii s t 
two,  and  the  note  produced  to  me,  I  should  have  been 
cleaily  of  opinion,  without  any  doubt,  that  they  had  been 
the  same  person's  writing;  but  I  explain  now,  fjom  the  ul- 
timate judgment  ot  what  I  looked  at,v\hieh  impicssed  upon 
me  this,  th<»t  the  letters  that  I  saw,  though  they  were  one 
pei son's  writing,  the  writing  differed  materially,  some  very 
small,  and  some  laiger,  and  fiom  the  very  fiee  easy  mn. 
mng-hand,  some  seem  so  exactly  alike,  and  some  different, 
that  it  would  be  doubtful  to  judge  of  that  person's  writing 
jit  all  times,  whethei  it  whs  her  wnting  01  not. 

Q.  Is  it  fiom  those  letters  differing  amongst  themselves, 
or  from  some  of  them  agreeing  with  the  two  letteis  now 
shewn  to  you,  that  yum  doubt  arises? 

A.  It  isfiom  some  of  those  letters  being  differently  writ- 
ten of  themselves,  and  some  of  them  having  a  small  sem- 
blance of  the  other  wining, 

Q.  Did  those  letters  most  resemble  the  two  letters  or  the 
note. 

A.  One  or  two  of  the  letteis  lescmblcd  the  two  letters 
and  the  note. 

Q.  Is  it  fiom  that  resemblance  that  you  doubt  now  that 
the  two  letteis  and  the  note  were  of  the  same  hand- 
writing ? 

A.  The  diffeience  amongst  themselves  would  be  the  only 
reason  that  would  create  any  doubt  m  my  mind. 

Q  You  have  said,  that  some  of  those  letters  were  m  a 
laige  and  some  in  a  small  hand,  and  vet  you  suppose  them 
to  be  the  writing  of  the  same  prison  ? 

A.  I  understood  tnat  they  weie  the  unting,  and  thought 
that  they  were  the  writing  of  the  same  peison. 

Q.  Is  not  the  note  m  a  smallei  hand  than  the  letters? 

A.  I  think  as  near  as  possible  the  major  part  01  it  is  the 
same  size  as  the  letteis. 

Attorney  General.  Did  you  perceive  any  similarity 
between  the  hand-wntmg  ofai.yoi  the  letters  last  shewn 
you,  from  30  to  40,  and  the  note  ? 

A,  There  weie  one  or  two  of  the  letteis  that  I  thought 
bore  a  semblance  of  the  two  letters  and  the  note, 

Q.  Is 
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,  Q*  Is  that  the  circumstance  which  led  von- 'to  doubt  at 
last  whether  .the  two  letters  and  rue  note  wt'ie  written  by 
the  Same  person  ? — A.  It  certainly  wa-.. 

■    -    N    <  [The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw; 

A  short  conversation  then  took  place,  between  Si<r. 
M.  VV.  Ridley,  Mr.  Ber  t  sford,  Mr.  W.  Wynne, 
and  another  member,  after  which  General  Claverin^ 
was  called  in,  and  examined  on  the  motion  of  Sii  M- 
W,  Ridley. 

Brigadier-General  CLAVERiNG  having  s  nt  a  letter 
to  the  Chairman,  requesting  that  he  might  be  called 
to  explain  his  Evidence,  he  was  called  in,  and  Exa- 
mined by  The  Committee?  as  follows: 

/ 

Q.  What  part  of  the  evidence,  ivhich  you  gave  on  a  far- 
mer night,  do  you  wish  now  to  explain  ? 

A.  There  is  a  pait  of  the  evidence  that  I  gave  on  a  for- 
mer night,  that  I  wish  to  explain.  But  1  request  pei- 
mission,  before  I  explain  it,  to  state  why  I  requested  to 
come  forward  this  evening;  it  was  intimated  to  m*»  yester- 
day? fey  a.  friend  of  mine,  and  other  members  of  the  torn- 
mi  It  ee,.  that  an  idea  had  gone  forth,  that  part  of  the  evidence 
J  gave  on  a  former  evening  was  not  correct;  I  certainly 
started  at  the  idea,  having  been  thoroughly  satisfied  in  my 
own  mind,  that  it  was  my  intention  to  state  every  thing  to  tm? 
very  best  of  my  knowledge.  Yesterday,  however,  I  referred 
to.the  Minutes, which  before  I  had  not  seen,  and  h  did  certain- 
ly appear  to  riie,  that  the  answer^  1  had  given  to  the  ques- 
tions, were  not  perfectly  such  as  I  would  have  given,  had 
I  clearly  comprehended 'those  questions;  and,  however  ex- 
traordinary this  may  appear  to  the  committee,  1  pledge 
my  sacred  honor  and  word,  the  mistake  was  perfectly  in- 
voluntary on  my  part,  and  it  was  my  endre  intention,  as 
well  as  my --wish,  to  give  every  information  in  my  power, 
and  I  should  feel  myself  particularly  honoured  and  flattered 
by  as  many  questions  as  the  committee  shall  think  it  proper 
to  put  to  me  on  this  occasion.  With  the  permission  of  the. 
committee  I  will  now  refer  to  the  questions  put  to  me  on 
the  ibimer  occasion.    In  page  1553  the  question  was; — » 

X  %  Had 
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llarl  )ou  any  communication  whatever  on  the  subject  of 
Arm)  Promotions,  with  Mrs.  Clarke?"  My  reply  whs,  "  I 
never  proposed  any  conversation  of  .that  j<ind,  nor  do  i 
recollect  any  ever  having  existed,  exccpjt  at  the.  period  I 
before  alluded  to.  when  she  requested  I  would  recommend 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Duke  of  York,  Lieutenant 
Sumner  'of  the  20\h    giment."    it  is  perfectly  clear  now 
to  luo,  that  by  the  .addition  of  the  word  4  whatever'  after 
'  communication,'  a epistolary  correspondence  was  in- 
tended, but  I  certainly  understood  it  to  he  a  personal  com- 
.iminication  or  conversation,  for,  in  the  two  preceding  q<ie»- 
<  Tions,  the  idea  of  conve nation,  and  conversation  onlydiad 
been  included,  ami  in   the  following  question  likewise?,  il 
appears  also  evident  to  me,  that  that  was  in  the  idea  of  the 
HonoiaSh  Member  who  proposed  it,  that  he  meant  con- 
versation, foi  the  question  is,  "  Had  you  any  incidental 
cnveisation  with  Mfs.  Clmke  upon  that  subject  ?"  And  my 
jeply-vtas,  44  A  period  of  so  many  years,   having  elapsed 
hi  nee  that  lime,  it  is  impossible  to  speak  positively  and  «e~ 
cu  lately  to  a  question  so  close  as  that,  but  to  the  best  of  my 
b'dief,  I  do  think  I  had."    The  next  question,  and  the  reply 
which  i  wish  to  advert  to,  is  this  : — "  Do  you;  of  your  own 
knowledge,  know  that  Mrs.  Clarke  used  her  influence-in 
i.-ivour  of  any  person  whatever  in  the  Army  with  the  Com- 
mander Chief  ?"  My  reply  was,  "  I  do  not/'  I  certainly  did 
misunderstand  that  question  altogether,  and  that  I  did  mis- 
understand it,  1  have  the  most  positive  proof  for  stating  to 
trie  Committee  :  one  of  the  first  conventions  I  bad,  after 
Withdrawing  from   this  bar,  was  with  a  noble,  relative  .of 
mine,  a  Peer  of  the  Upper  House,  in  which  I  stated  fand 
he  has  authorized  me  to  s'ay,  if  it  is  necessary,  he  will  con- 
firm the  syme)  that  my  surprise  was,  that  a  question  had 
been  put  to  me,  which  I  conceived  concerned  others,  and 
that  my  regret  was,  that  the  question  had  not  been  puf 
which  did  Fanned  lately  concern  myself,  for  if  it  had,  I 
should  have  given  that  reply,  which,  in  my  own  mind  conr, 
veyed  a  thomugh  conviction,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  never  post- 
sessed  that  influence  over  the  mind  of  his  Royal  Highness 
which  it  is  supposed  that  she  possessed.   .1  have-  nothing, 
brother  to  add  upon  that  immediate  head. 

The 
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[THe  five  letters  delivered  in  by  Mrs.  Clarke  oil  ffifc 
13th*instant,  were  shewn  to  General  Ciavering.J 

General  Glavering. — They  are  my  hand-writing. 

Mr.  Word.  On  the  former  examination,  you  were  asked 
Whether  you  bad  everknown  of  any  person,  Who  had  asked 
Mrs.  Clarke  to  use  hef  influence  with -the  Commander  in 
Chief:  to  which  yotf  answered  positively,  that  you  had  not. 
When  you  were  asked  whether  you  knew  of  any  transac- 
tion of  that  nature,  yon  say  you.  understood  that  any  trans- 
actiou  in  which  you  might  have  beenengaged  was  excluded 
in  the  intention  of  the  person  asking  that  question?' 

A.l  certainly  did,  both  to  that  question  and, to  the  follow- 
ing one,  for  I  conceived  that  my  answer  to  the  third  ques- 
tion from  the  bottom,  was  an  answer  which  applied  equally 
to  the  two  last, 

Mr.  tVkilUreud,  Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  ever,  in 
writing  or  otherwise,  ask  Mrs.  Claike  to  use  her  influence 
on' your  behalf  with  the  Commander  in  Chief? — A.  I  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  Yhrke.    Q.  Had  it  any  effect  ? 

A.  I  believe  not. 

Q.  Did' you  obtain  what  you  asked  for  ? 

A.  I  made  two  applications;  I  did  not  obtain  the  first, 
and  I  believe  that  what  was  granted  me  in  the  second,  was 
not  through  her  influence. 

Q.  Was  it  gi anted  to  you  ? 

A*  Will  you  permit  me  to  answer  that  question  aot  im- 
mediately directly  ^  it  was.  granted,  but  it  must  equally 
have  been  granted,  and  it  conltl  not  have  been  denied  me, 
if  such  application  hadnot  been  made. 

Q.  Why  tjhen  did  you  apply  through  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  Were  I  permitted  to  state  the  circumstances,  I  be- 
lieve! should  be  better  understood  than  by  any  mher  answerl 
Jn  the  year  1803,  I  was  placed  up.m  the  staff,  as  an  in- 
specting Field  Officer,  as  Colonell  In  the  5 ear  IS1^,  the 
Government  thought  proper  to  raise  all  (he  officf  r*  f  ?he 
rank  of  Colonel  to  that  of  Brigadier^General,  I  received  a 
nothflcat  ion  from  the  War-Office,  that  f  was  appointed  a 
Brigadier-Geueral,  and  about  a  fortnight  afterward  I  re* 
ceived  a  second  notification,  to  say,  that  my  appoiopnfcnt 
was  not  to  be  toat  of  Brigadier-General,  bin  Brji'adier- 
Colonel,    The  circumstance  appeared  to  me  so  ev.raor- 

X  3  CiiVdiy 
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din§t,yi  that  I  wrote  upon  thiit  occasion  (of.  Mrs.  Clarke, 
to  know  if  she  could  discover  why  the  alteration  was  made 
ft  oil)  Brigadier-Gent  ral,  to  Brigadier-Colonel;  she  replied 
to        that  upon  inquiiy  it  was  found  td  be  a<  mistake,  und 
that  all  the  Brigadier-Generals,  who  hud  been  previously 
appointed  and  afterwards  removed, 'were  to  be  restored  to 
their  Jirst  appointments  ,  of  Brigadier-Generals;  and  the 
leasonSvas  evident,  it  was  supposed  that  the  Militia  and 
.  the. Yolunteers. might  possibly  be  assembled  to  act  together ; 
by  the  Mjjitia  act,  no  Colonel  in  the  Army  can  command 
a  Colonel  of  Militia,  consequently,  our  appointment  *o  the 
situation  of,  Brigadier-Colonels  would  not  have  rbacl  the 
effect  it  was  intended  to  have  had  ;  therefore?  we*-  were 
*guin  appointed  to  our  original  situation,  that  of  Bugadier- 
Generals. 

Q.  How  came  you  fo  apply  for  an  interpretation  of  any 
mistake,  or  any  <  ^traordmaiy  circumstance,  to  -  Mrs, 
Chuke,  Tnd  notto  the  office  of  the  Commander  ia- Chief  ? 

A.  Because,  .a-ecording  to  the  custom  of  all  offices,  the 
persons  holding  the  ostensible  situations  could  not  have 
given  me  the  information  that  I  deshed,  or  rather*  they 
would  have  been  icprehensible,  if  they  had  given  it  me,  for 
in  all  piobabilny,, though  they  might  have  been  acquainted 
with  the  reasons,  they  would  not  have  been  justified  in  de- 
claring them. 

Q.  What ,  secret  souice  of  information,  which  it  would 
have  been  i  epiehensible  for  the  ostensible  officers  in  the 
Office  of  the  Commander  in  Chief- to  have  given,  did  you 
suppose  Mrs.  Clarke  to  have? 

A*  I  certainly  did  suppose  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  in- 
foimed  of  what  was  passing  in  the  War- Office';  I  mean  ge- 
nerally in  the  Office  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,.and  there- 
fore 1  had  reason  to  suppose  that*  she  would  give  me  every 
information'  that  was  in  her  power, 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  ? 

A*  Because  on  any  former  occasion,  as  far  as  I  can  at 
present  recollect,  she  had  been  always  extremely  com- 
jnunicative. 

Q,  From  whom  did  you  know  or'  suppose  that  she  had 
derived  that  communication  which  &he  was  so  communica- 
tive of  to  you  ? 

A.  Certai»Iv 
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vL  Certainly  from  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief. 

©•'Mow  do  ).ou  reconcile  the  answer  you  have  last  given 
to  the  answer  you  before  gave;  you  supposed  Mrs.  Ctaike 
to  have  no  influence  with  the  Commander  inGlVifcf? 

A.  The  icply -that  I  before  gave>  went  to  Mis.  Clarke's 
influence  over  his  Royal  Highness  in  the  distribution  of 
military  promotion. 

.  Q.  Of  the  two  applications  which  you  state  yourself  to 
(tavc  made  through  Mrs.  Clatke,  which  was  the  one  that 
was  successful,  'whether  by  her  influence  or  otherwise  ? 

A.  If  I  recollect  rightly-,  i  had  before  the  honour  of 
stating,  that  the  rank  of  Brigadier-General  was  lestored  to 
me,  which  1  could  not  have  been  denied;  it  wis  granted 
to-all  the  Colonels  of  the  regular  sei  vice  of  the  year  1802, 
in  which* bievet  1  was,  with  others  both  above  and  beiow 
meraud  consequently  it  could  not  have  been  denied  me, 
without  a  marked  stigma. 

Qt  Which  of  the  two  applications,  which  you  have 
stated  yourself  to  "have  made  through  Mrs.  Clarke,  was 
successful,  the  first  or  the  second,  whether  through  her 
means  or  ai»v  other  ? 

AA  certainly  have  to  apologize  to  the  committee,  if  I  have 
not  made  myself  understood. 

Q.  What  were  the  two  things  which  you  applied  for  ? 

A.  The  first  circumstance  upon  which  I  wrote  to  her 
was,  or  rather  a  letter  was  written,  which  I  was  accessary 
to,  it  is  immaterial,  whether  1  wrote  it  or  not,  was  relative 
to  the  raising  a  reg'ment.  I  was  given  to  understand  that  she 
had  very  great  influence  in  military  promotions,  and  1  con- 
ceived, therefore,  it  would  be  a  fair  speculation  to  try  whe- 
ther that  influence  did  exist  or  not ;  a  letter  was  according- 
ly written  to  her,  stating,  that  in  case  she  obtained  me  per- 
mission to  raise  a  regiment,  she  should  receive  1000U  She 
wrote  me,  in  reply,  that  his  Royal  Highness  would  not  hear 
of  it,  or  scouted  the  idea,  or  w«uds  to  lhat  effect;  and  con- 
sequently from  that  answer,  it  was  my  decided  opinion  lhat 
she  did  not  possess  an  influence  over  his  Royal  Highness  in 
the  distribution  of  military  promotion. 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact-obtain  leave  to  raise  that 
regiment  j—Jf.  I  did'  not. 

Q.  Did 
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@.  Did  you  make  a  second  application,  and  what  was 
that  application  for  ? 

A.  The  other  application,  if  it  may  be  so  termed;  was 
not  foV  any  promotion,  but  to  know  the  reason  why,  after 
having  been  appointed  a  Brigadier- General,  I  was  reduced 
to  the  situation  pf  Brigadier-Colonel.  < 

Qi  Have  you  ever  made  any  other  application  to  Mrs. 
Clarke  for  information,  fyr  promotion,  for  exchange,  or 
for  any  other  thing? 

A.  I  cannot  bring  to  my  recollection  that  I  ever 
have  made  any  other  application  to  her  upon  any  one  of 
those  subjects  mentioned,  but  if  any  of  the  Honourable  Gen- 
tlemen here  can  give  me  the  smallest  clue  to  guide  my  recol- 
lection, I  shall  be  extremely  happy  to  give  every  informar. 
lion  in  my  power. 

Q,  Being  convinced  in  the  first  instance  by  the  Duke  of 
York's  having,  as  Mrs.  Clarke  informed  you,  scouted- the 
idea  of  your  being  permitted  to  rai^e  a  regiment,  for  which 
you  had  made  an  offer  of  one  thousand  pounds,  and  having 
from  thence  inferred  that  she  had  no  influence,  how  camje 
you  to  make  any  second  application  to  her? 

A,  If  I  am  correct,  I  before  stated  that  I  was  satisfied, 
from  Bis*  Royal  HighnessV  answer  to  her,  if  such  was  his 
answer,  that  she  did  not  possess  any  influence  over  him  in 
the  point-of  military  promotion  ;  that  His  Royal  Highness 
might  have  permitted  her  to  talk  upon  military  subjects, 
but  that  as  to  military  promotions  she  had  no  influence. 

Q»  Do  you  know  that  at  the  time  you  made  application 
through  Mis.  Clarke  for  leave  to  raise  a  regiment,  any 
officer  received  that  permission  which  was  refused  to,  you  ? 

A.  If  my  memory  serves  rne  right,  there  were  three  of 
four  young^ regiments  raised  at  that  time  in  Ireland,  but  not 
in  this  country. 

Q.  Were  they  raised  upon  the  same  term  with  regard  to 
the  payment  of  money,  as  the  tender  made  by  you  for  rais- 
ing your  men  ?  * 

A,  They  were  not;  my  proposal  was,  as  far  as  I,  can 
recollect,  for  I  had  forgotten  that  till  I  saw  it  in  the  evi- 
dence, my  proposal  was  to  raise  them  from. the  Militia  *,  the 
regiments  in  Ireland  were  raised  with  a  bounty. 

Q.  From  whom  did  yoa  receive  the  information  first, 

that 
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that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  influence  with  the  Commander  in 
Chief  relative^to  military  promotions,  which  induced'  you  to 
have  the  first  letter  written,  or  to  connive  at  the  writing  of 
the  first  letter  to  Mis.  Clarke,  in  order  to  obtain  that  in- 
fluence in  your  favour? 

'  Ak  My  information  upon  that  head  was- merely  report, 
but  the  letter  alluded  to  was  suggested  to  me. 

-Q.  Had  you  ever  any  other  than  a  written  communica- 
tion with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  your  own  pro- 
motion ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  opinion,  I  had  not;  the  reason 
why  I  think  so  is,  that M  that  time  I  was  stationed  at  a 
distance  from  London. 

Q.  h  the  Committee  to  understand  you  to  havfe  said, 
that  if  you  had  applied  to  the  War-office  for  information, 
after  its  having  been  notified  that  you  were  a  Brigadier- 
General,  and  your  being  put  back  to  the  rank  which'  you 
caii  Brigadier-Colonel,  you  would  not  have  obtained  that 
information? 

-iA.  1  do  not  think  that  I  should  ;  nor  should  I  have  made 
the, application,  concaving  that  such ♦  application  woufu* 
have  been  improper. 

0«"  Why  then  do  you  suppose  you  could  obtain  inforftia- 
tion -respecting  military  arrangements  from  Mrs.  Clarke, 
which  you  could  not  obtain  from  the  War-office  ? 

A,  Because  I  see  a  considerable  degree  of  distfftctiori 
between  making  application  for  information  to  a  Lady  of 
the  description  that  she  then  was,  and  making  it  -to  those 
official  persons  who  would  not  have  been  justified  in  giving 
me  the  informatioti  that  i  desired. 

Q.  What  reason  had  you  for  thinking  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
had  information  of  what  was  passing  at  the  War-office  ; 
which  information  would  have  been  refused  to  military  offi-" 
cers  regularly  applying  ? 

A,  Because  I  was  of  opinion  that  by  her  influence  over 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  which,  she  described  herself  to- 
me to  passess,  she  could  obtain  any  information  of  that 
description. 

Q.  How  is  the  Conunittee , to  reconcile  thnt  declaration 
with .  t|iat  which  you  have  made,  tlun  you  did*  not  ttfien  -be- 
lieve 
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Sieve  her  to  have  any  influence  over  the  Commander  iu 
Chief?  x  - 

A»  If  I  am  correct,  I  before  said9  that  the  influence  she 
possessed  over  His  .Roya}.  Highness  the  Commander  in 
Chief  did  not  go  to  the  distribution  of  military  promotions. 

Q.  Did  it  then  go  to  the  obtaining  information  of  regu- 
lations in  the  ^yar- office,  which  regulations  were  withheld 
from  public  notice  ? 

A.  As  she  always  gave  me  to  understand  she  could  pro- 
cure almost  any  promotion  whatever,  I  conceived  that  the 
only  way  to  obtain  that  which  I  wished  fpr  was  by  appli- 
cation to  her. 

Q.  Did  you  in  point  of  fact  obtain  the  information  you 
sought  for  through  her  means  ? 

A.  I  did  not;  the  information  that  I  received  was,  as 
far  as  I  can  recollect,  that  there  had  been  a  mistake  in  re- 
moving us  from  the  situation  of  Brigadier-Generals  to 
Brigadier-Colonels,  and  that  that  mistake  was  shortly  to 
be  rectified. 

-  Q,  Was  that  or  not  the  information  you  did  wish  to 
obtain  ? , 

A.  It  was  not  the  information  that  I  wished  to  obtain,^ 
if  I  am  perfectly  Correct,  because  i  do  not  think  she  stated 
the  reason  why  we  were  removed  from  the  situation  of 
irigadier-Geneials  to  Brigadier- Cdlonels.  I  hope  the  ho* 
nour^bk  Committee  will  excuse  any  mistake  I  may  make  in 
fhis,  for  there  has  a  period  of  several  years  elapsed  since 
this  correspondence,  and  I  may  fall  into  an  error  i  it  is  my 
endeavour  to  give  every  information  in  my  power. 

Q.  Look  at  the  letter  in  the  clerk's  hand,  and  read  it.-*- 
\A  letter^  dated  the  \  \th  of  November  1804)  wa$  slmtm, 
to  General  Ciavering  "]  You  there  express  your  thanks 
to  ftf rs.  Clarke  for  her  attempts  to  serve  you,  though  un- 
successful. 

A*  I  am  of  opinion,  that  must  have  alluded  to  her  not 
being  able  to  obtain  me  permission  to  raise  a  regiment.  • 

Q.  You  speak  further  on  the  coming  t«  town  ;  when  you 
and  Mrs.  Clarke  met,  did  any  conversation  arise  as  to  mU; 
Htary  promotions,  or  military  matters  ? 

A*  it  is  above  five  years  siiKe  X  wrote  this  letter*  ami  I 

urn 
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am  sure  it  is  impossible  for  any  person  whatever  to  re» 
collect  any  conversation  of  so  trivial  a  nature  after  so.  long 
a  period. 

"Q.  You  have  positively  stated  in  your  former  examina- 
tion, that  you  never  had  any  conversation  ;  you  have  re- 
ferred the  explanation  which  you  wished  'to  give  to  the 
Committee  to-night^  to  the  difference  between  communica- 
tion and  conversation,  and  that  it  was  conversation  you  un- 
derstood the  question  to  refer  to  ;  do  you  now  adhere  to 
the  answer  of  the  former  night,  that  you  never  had  any 
conversation  with  Mrs.  Clarke  on  the  subject  of  military 
promotions,  or  military  matters  ?  # 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  had  any  conversation  with 
her  upon  the  subject ;  it  is  possible  that  something  tending 
to  it  in  the  course  of  conversation  might  have  been  alluded 
to,  but  at  this  distance  of  time  I  cannot  charge  my  me- 
mory with  it.  '  ' 

Q*  Having  stated,  that  in  the  original  application  to 
Airs.  Clarke  yen  profit' red  her  the  sum  of  one  thousand 
pounds  to  obtain  that  which  \ou  wished  at  the  time;  did 
you  ever,  On  any  other  occasion,  make  her  an  otfer  of 
money,  or  any  valuable  consideration  of  any  kind,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  her  supposed  influence  with  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  ?—  A.  1  am  positive  1  never  did. 

,Sir  T>  Turton — Q.  Did  you  ever,  without  making  any 
pievious  offer,  make  her  any  pecuniary  recompence,  or 
give  her  any  valuable  consideration  for  any  service  she 
might  have  done  you,  or  endeavoured. to  do  you,  with  the 
Cummander  in  Chief  ? 

A.  I  never  gave  her  any  thing  in  my  life,  unFess  it  might 
be  accidentally  ;  being  in  the  room  when  the  milliner 
brought  her  a  shawl,  1  told  the  milliner  she  might  call  upon 
me  lor  the  payment  for  it, 

^understood  you  to  say,  that  you  consider  Mrs. 
Claiketo  have  very  little,  if  any  influence  with  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  on  military  promotions? — A*  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  found  your  opinion  on  the  refusal  to.  allow 
you  to  raise  £  regiment^  or  have  you  any  other  reason  for 
that  opinion  ? 

A.  -I  ground  my  opinion  upon  my,  own  case,  and  also 
con.  versa  lion  with  various  military  officers  upon  the  sub- 
ject ; 
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ject  ^  for  though  various  reports  have  gone  forth,  lb  the 
prejudice  of  His  Royal  Fl ighness,  upon  that  subject,  I  mvj.  r 
heaid  of  any  one  case  that  could  be  brought  home,  nor  do 
J  believe  there  is  any  such  case.  , 

Sir  John  Sebright— Q.  Did -you  ever  apply  (o  Mi?. 
Clarke,  by  letter  or  otherwise,  to  get  yoli  put  upon  the 
Staff  ? 

A.  I  was  placed  upon  the  Staff  upon  the  24th  of  Septem- 
ber 1803;  as  the  Gazette  of  that  date  will  shew;  and  Iiis 
Royal  Highness's  fhst  acquaintance  with  Mis.  Clarke  did 
not  commence  till  four  months. afterwards,  in  the  month  of 
January  1804. 

Q.  Did  you  not  write  a  letter  to  the  Attorney-General, 
desiring  that  you  might  be  examined  at  the  bar  of  this  Com- 
mittce_upon  this  subject? 

A,  Iniid,  and  1  should  be  extremely  happy  to  state  the 
reason  why  1  wrot**  that  letter, 

<2,.  Acknowledging,  as  you  have  done,  that  you  have  writ- 
ten letters' to  Mis.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  military  pro- 
motions, and  also  have  had  conversations  with  her  upon 
that  subject,  state  with  what  view  you  wrote  that  letter  to 
the  A  ttorney-General. 

A,  About  a  <\v.y  or  two  after  this  irquiry.  commenced,  I 
perceived  in  the  public  papers  tjitit  my  name  had  been  in- 
troduced,   and,    apprehensive  that  His  Itoval  Highness 
might  suppose  that  i  had  been  engaged  in  any  improper 
military  tiausactions,**I  went  down  to  the  Horse  Guaids, 
to  explain  the  transaction  to  Lieutenant-Colonel  Gordon  ; 
Colonel  Gordon  did  not  see  me,  but  referred  me  to  Wr. 
Lowien.    I  called  upon  Mr.  Lowfen,  and  he  put  vatious 
questions  to  me  ;  and,  after  my  replying  to  those  questions, 
he  told  me  it  would  be  necessary  for  me  to  go  down  to  the 
House  to  be  examined.    I  replied  to  him,  that  was  what  I 
should  wish  particularly  to  avoid  ;  but  that  if  he  stated  ab- 
solutely it  was  necessary,  I  certainly  would  attend,  but  that 
it  was  the  farthest  from  my  wish.    When  I  did  come  down 
here,  it  was  deemed  right  1  should  wiite  a  letter  to  the 
Attorney  General,  and  accordingly  such  letter  was  written, 
and  I  stated- in  it,  that  I  appeared  heie'at  Mr,  Lowten's 
desire,  after  reading  that  lettei  to  Mr.  Lowten,  and  two 
other  Gentlemen  who  were  present,  it  was  observed  by  one 

of 
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of  tt)eai  that  M»'»  Lowten*s  name  should  not  appear,  in 
consequence  of  his  being  agent  for  his  Royal  Highness, 
consequently  Mr.  Lowten's  name  was  expunged  ;  and 
therefore  it  appeared  I  was  a  voluntary  witness  upon  this 
occasion,  whereas  I  was  not  so,  but  came  forward  at  Mr. 
Low  ten's  de&ire. 

Q.  Why,  after  the  evidence  you  have  given  here  be- 
fore the  Committee,  did  you  write  to  the  Attorney- Ge- 
nera!, with  a  view  of  shewing  you  knew  nothing  at  all 
about  these  transactions  ?  •  ' 

A.  The  honourable  Member  who  puts  that  qxiestion  is 
tinder  a  mistake,  I  never  wrote  such  a  letter* 

.  Q.  With  what  view  did  you  write,  the  letter  to  the 
At  to  r  n  ey-G  e  n  e  r  al ;  and  why,  after  having  written  that 
letter  to  the  Attorney-Genera] ,  orTering  to  do  away  the 
evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  do  you  come  to  give  the  evi- 
dence which  you  have  given  at  the  Bar  of  this  Com-4 
in  it  tee  ? — A*  I  am  very  sorry  to  say  I  do  not  . compre- 
hend the  question. 

Q.  With  what  view  did  you  write  that  -letter  to  the 
Attorney-General  ? 

A*  Mr.  Lowten  llated  tome,  that  be  conceived  my 
evidence  would  be  of  considerable  consequence  in  this 
House ;  and  therefore,  as  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  I  should  be  introduced  to  Ibis  House,  a  letter  was 
written  to  the  Attorney-General*  as  the  best  mode  of 
bringing  me  forward. 

Q.  Did  you  inform  Mr.  Lowten.  of  all  your  transac- 
tions with  M/*s.  Clarke*  at  the  time  Mr.  Lowten  gave 
you  that  advice  ? — A,  I  did  not,  of  all  of  them. 
.  Mr:  }Vidtl)vead.  <Q.  It  stands?  upon  fhe  Minutes  of 
the  Evidence,  that  "  Brigadier- General  C layering  hav- 
"  ing  stated  to  a  member  of  the  House  that  he  was  de- 
"  sirous  of  being  examined,  Brigadier-General  Claver- 

ing  was  called  in,  and  examined  by  the  Committee  as 
(%  follows :,  Have  you  sent  a  letter  to  me  (namely  the 
^Attorney-General)  this  evening?  I  did  so.  Desir- 
*'  irig  that  you  might  be  examined?  I  did  so."  I  un- 
derstand that  you  presented  yourself  as  a  voluntary 
witness ;  you  state  now,  that  you  were  unwilling  to  be 
examined,  but  were  desired  by  Mr.'  Lowten  to  be  ex- 
amined; do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  were  a  voluntary 
os  an  involuntary  witness  at  this  Bar  ? 

No.  XXIII.  V.2.         c   Y  A.  I 
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A.  T  have  no  objection  to  state,  that  it  was  the  last 
wish  of  my  heart  to  be  examined  at  this  Bar.  Mr.  Low- 
ten  stated,  it  was  extremely  desirable  that  I  should  be 
examined,  and  therefore  i  acceded ;  and  I  apprehended 
the  distinction  between  a  voluntary  and  an  involuntary 
witness  to  consist  in  this,  that  I  was  not  summoned  to 
attend  at  the  Bar. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lowten  represent  to  you  what  his  reason 
was  for  wishing  you  to  put  yourself  forward,  inftead  of 
a  summons  being  issued  to  you  in  the  usual  way  ? 
,  A.  He  did  not  state  any  thing  upon  that  subject. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Q.  For  what  pur- 
pose did  you  go  down  to  the  Horse-Guards,  and  after- 
wards _go  to  Mr.  Lowten  ? 

A.  I  was  anxious  to  remove  from  the  mind  of  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Gordon  any  idea  that  1  had  been  con- 
cerned in  any  traffic  in  Commissions,  as  appeared  in  the 
newspapers.  Colonel  Gordon  refused  to  see  me,  and  re- 
ferred me  to  Mr.  Lowten. 

Q.  Were  you  desirous  to  do  away  that  impression 
from  the  mind  of  Colonel  Gordon  at  the  time  you  re- 
collected that  you  had  offered  that  one  thousand  pounds 
for  a  commission  ?  " 

A.  I  was  desirous  of  removing'  from  his  mind  any  un- 
favourable impression  that  might  have  occurred  from  read- 
ing the  reports  of  what  had  passed  in  this  Committee. 

Q.  Were  you  desirous  of  doing  so,  by  stating  the  true 
state  of  the  facts  to  Col.  Gordon,  or  concealing  it  ? 

A.  It  was  my  intention  to  have  stated  tbe  fact  which 
was  alluded  to  hi  the  preceding  evening,  in  which  my 
name  was  brought  forward,  and  that  was  relating  to 
Lieutenant  Sumner. . 

Q.  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of  contradicting  that  fact, 
that  you  went  to  Colonel  Gordon  ? 

A.  It  was  |br  the  purpose  of  explaining  the  mode  in 
which  m^  name  came  to  be  introduced  by  Mrs.  Clarke, 
in  the  transaction  in  which  Lieutenant  Sumner's  name 
was  brought  forward. 

Mr.'Whitbread.    Q.  Did  you  mention  to  Mr,  Low- 
ten  this  transaction,  of  the  offer  of  the  one  thousand 
pounds  to  Mrs.  (Clarke  ? 
A.  i  believe  I  did  not ;  but  I  should  have  had  no  scru- 
ple 
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pie  in  doing  it,  for  I  had  mentioned  it  to  a  thousand 
persons  before.  \ 

Q.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not  mention  it  to  Mr.  Low- 
ten  }-~rA.  I,  think  I  did  not* 

Q.  Were  you  appointed  a  brigadier  general  in  a  dis- 
trict, after  having  been  inspecting  field  officer  of  a  dis- 
trict ? 

A*  I  was  continued  in  the  district  to  which  I  was  orU 
ginally  appointed. 

Q.  Had  you  the  rank  of  brigadier  general,  after  hav- 
ing been  colonel  or  lieutenant  colonel  inspecting  field 
oilfcer  ? 

A-  1  was  promoted  in  common  with  all  the  officers  of, 
the  same  rank  as  myself  at  the  same  time* 

.  Did  you  apply  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject  of 
that  promotion,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  letter  or  in  con- 
versation ? 

A*  I  am  quite  certain  that  I  did  not  apply  to  her  upon 
it ;  and  I  am  the  more  certain,  because  I  recollect  that 
the  first  information  1  received  of  any  of  the  brigadier 
generals  being  to  be  appointed,  was  about  a  month  before 
it  became  public,  and  that  was  from  her. 

Was,  that  infarmation  communicated  to  you  pri- 
vately as  a  secret  I 

A,  It  was  communicated  by  letter,  but  no  secrecy  en- 
joined, to  the  best  of  my  opinion,1 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw* 

:  Mr.  Wtlmams  Wynne  observed,  that  jt  was  itx 
the  tecollection  of  the  House  how 'anxious  he  felt  to< 
give  t-he  honourable  General  an  oppoitunity  of  the 
fullest  explanation.  He  had  to  regret  that  no  such 
object  had  been  pursued,  but  that,  the  witness  de- 
graded his  character  by  gross  prevaricating.  There- 
tore,  although  a  painful  duly,  he  would  not~shrink 
from  it,  bat  conclude  with  moving,  that  General 
"  Clavering  had  been  guilty  of  gross  prevaiication. 

Geneial  Mathew  ttusted  his  honourable  friend 
would  not  prematurely  press  a,  motion,  which  \vent 

Y  2  to> 
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to  affect  the  honour  and  feelings  of  a  gallant  antl 
deserving  officer.  For  the  last  eight  years  he  had 
not  the  honour  of  a  frequent  intercourse  with  Gene- 
ral Clayering,  but  from  what  he  did  know  of  him, 
he  was  convinced  there  never  was.  a  in  an  who  would 
snore  studiously*  avoid  any  conduct  which  an  ho- 
nourable mind  would  disapprove. —--He  had  listened 
attentively  that  night  to  his  examination,  and  he 
could  by  no  means  prepare  his  mind  to  say,  that  in 
his  testimony  there  was  any  prevarication. 

Mr.  Wim  bre.ad_,  although  alive  to  the  feelings 
of  friendship/by  which  his  honourable  friend  # 
actuated,  still  could  not  in  reaard  to  the  dignity  of 
that  House,  sacrifice  the  paramount  demands  of  jus- 
tice. 

Sir  M.W.Ridley  called  upon  Mr.Wynne  to  point 
out  the  particular  parts  where  General  Clavering 
prevaricated,  before  he  pressed  such  a  serious  mo- 
tion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequek  was  not 
jealous  to  cover  General  Clavering;  bdt  he  did  not 
believe,  that  although  between  his  letters  and  his 
veibal  testimony  theie  existed,  contradictions',  till  it 
could  be  proved,  that  he,  had  prevaricated. 

Mr.  W'ynne  perspicuously  contrasted  the  various 
parts  of  General  Ciavering's  testimony,  in  order  to 
justify  his  motion ;  and  concluded  with  admonishing 
she  Committee,  that  the  country  would  put  an  injuri- 
ous construction  upon  that  system  which  would  vent 
on  the  same  misconduct,  in  humble  life,  that  se- 
verer measure  of  punishment,  than  the  infliction  of 
which  on  the  higher  rank  of  delinquents  it  would 
impose. 

Mr.  Calvert  was  anxious  to  have  the  evidence 
read,  before  the  Committee  were  called  upon  to  de* 
eide.       ,  *'  • 

Mr.  BitAND  considered  some  of  the  answers  of  thV 

*  General  Ma'thew* 

witness 
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witness  worse  than  p-revaiication.  They  were  stu* 
diously  equivocatory,  with  no  other  object  than  to 
deceive, 

Mr.  Yorke  spoke  of  a  future  day  of  reckoning,, 
when  persons  to  whom  he  applied  such  strong  epi- 
thets would  be  bi  ought  to  a  strict  examination.  Un- 
til that  period;  he  conceived,  the  decision  of.  the  pre- 
sent ca<e  ought  to  be  suspended. 

Sir  jopiN  Sebright  would  not  attach  to  the  tes- 
timony of  the  last  witness  gioss  prevarication,,  but  if 
such  inconsistency  and  contradictions  were  suffered; 
by  that  House,  there  was  at. once  an  end  to  its  dig* 
mty  and  character. 

Sir  Thomas  Turton  recommended  to  the  House- 
to  look  at  tlu  ir  minutes,  and  they  would  there  see 
an  example  for  their  proceedings.  They  were  not 
to  consider  whether  the  person  was  high  or  low. 
They  were  to  drive  far  from  them  so  tenible-a  doc-*- 
trine.  The  wirness  had  come  forward,  uncalled  for,.* 
but  he  had  come  at  his  own  peri!>,aud  if  he  had  said, 
any  thing  impidper  tiiey  were  cailedLon.to  take  cog- 
nizance of  his  behaviour. 

Mr,  VVrLBERt'O lice  said;  if  called  on. at  the  pre*- 
sent  jno'ment,  from  his  own  impression  of  the  case  tq> 
determine,  one  way  or  the  other,  lie  must  give  if 
against  the  witness*.  When  he  recollected,  however,, 
thfct  the  witness  came  forward  of  his  own  accord  to 
correct  his  statement,,  he  fell  disinclined  to  jiulge  of ' 
his  conduct  too  rashly,  or  to  say  what  ought  to  be- 
done,  till  both  parts  of  the  testimony  had  been  read,, 
or  tili  an  oppoitunity  had  been  afforded  the  House 
of  censMeiing  the  whole  in  one  connected  view.  He 
should  thereto  re  be  better  pleased,  as  he  considered! 
h*a  case  of  importance,  that  the  qxiesiion  be  post- 
poned for  a  day  or  two.    To  do  justice,, he,  thought* 
inessential  cither  that  the  evidence  be  now  read  in, 
full  or  that  the  question,  be  postponed  for  two  or* 
thiee  days, 

Y  3,  Mh, 
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Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne  declared  that  the  moment  be 
understood  any  honourable  Member  to  wish  farther 
time  to  decide  on  any  question,  in  which  the  import 
ef  evidence  was  concerned,  he  could  have  no  incli- 
nation but  one,  and  that  was  to  postpone  the  dis- 
«Hission.  He  had  felt  it  a  most  irksome  duty  t6 
agitate  the  question.  He  shoivldwith  pleasure  con- 
cur in  the  withdrawing  of  it  at  present;  and  should 
give  notice  of  a  motion  on  the  subject  when  the 
charges  should  come  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House*  . 

v  Mr.  Wilberforce  hoped  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber had  not  withdrawn  his  motion,  but  that  he  had 
only  postponed  it. 

Mr.  Wynne  said  he  had  no  wish  to  abandon  the 
motion.  He  only,  in  compliance  with  the  wish  of 
the  honourable  Member,  wished  to  postpone  it. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  doubted, 
whether  the  contradiction  in  the  evidence  alluded 
to  might  not  proceed  from  misapprehension. 

-  Mr.  Wynne  said,  if  there  had  been  any  thing 
like  misapprehension  in  the  business  he  should  have 
been  the  last  to  notice  it. 

The  Chairman  said,  he  bad  received  a  letter 
from  fylajor  X i me nes,  expressing  a  wish  to  be  call- 
ed to  the  bar  in  vindication  of  his  character,  in 
consequence  of  what  had  been  stated  on  a  former 
night. 

Mr.  Huskisson  s^id,  it  had  been  stated  that  he 
was  to  have  purchased  a  rnajoiity  for  seven  hundred 
guineas. 

Sir  T.  Turton  expressed  a  wish  that  the  appli*> 
cation,  •  aud  its  purport,  should  be  entered  on  ihe 
minutes. 

Mr.  Huskisson  said  the  gentleman  was  actually 
in  waiting. 

The  House,  however,  was  against  calling  hirn  in. 

CHARLES 
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CHARLES  GREENWOOD,  Esq.  was  called  in, 
and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows ; 

Mr*  Ahertrombie.  Q.  Is  there  any  part  of  your  evi- 
dence, respecting  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Elderton, 
which  you  now  wish  to  correct  ?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  what  that  part  of  your  Evidence  is. 

A»  {there  mentioned  some  unfavourable  reports  whjch 
I  had  heard  of  biro,  as  having  heard  of  them  before  the 
appointment  took  place ;  it  now  appears,  upon  referring 
to  the  transactions  of  that  period,  that  these  reports 
were  not  received  till  after  the  appointment  had  taken 
place. 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  part  of  your  evidence  on  that 
subject  which  you  wish  to  correct? — A.  No. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

r  Colonel  GORDON  was  called" in,  and  examined 
by  the  Committee,  as  follows; 

Mr.  Huskisson.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  date  of  Co- 
lonel Clinton's  leaving  the  office  of  Public  Secretary  to 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  and  of 
your  succeeding  to  him. 

A*  It  was  on  the  26th  of  -July,  1804. 

Q.  On  the  26th  of  July,  had  the  name  of  Captain 
Tonyn  been  sent  in  to  His  Majesty  for  promotion  to  a 
majority  ?« — A.  No,  it  had  not, 

'  Q.  Then,  if  any  person  could  state  at  that  time' that 
Captain  Tonyn  would  appear  in  the  Gazette  -of  the  fol- 
lowing Saturday,  that  person  must  have  been  either  en- 
tirely ignorant  of* the  course  of  office,  or  must  have  in- 
tended to  deceive  the  person  to  whom  such  information 
was  given  ?— -A.  I  should  suppose  so, 

Q.  In  point  of  fact,  would  it  have  been  possible  -in 
the  course  of  office,  between  the  Thursday  amj  the  Sa- 
turday, to  have  received  His  Majesty's  pleasure  respect- 
ing that  promotion  ? 

*  A.  It  would  certainly  have  been  possible  to  have  re- 
ceived His  Majesty's  pleasure  on  the  Thursday-  or  the 
Friday,,  supposing  the  thing  to  have  been  so  settled. 

Q.  In 
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Q,  In  the  usual  course  of  office  could  that  have  taken 
place  ?      -  .  -  _ 

//.  Supposing  the  thing  to  have  been  settled,  it  might 
certai.dy  have  been  so." 

Q.  On  what  day  was  Captain  Toayn's  name  sent  into 
tlie  King  for  promotion? 

A,  I  have  not  got  the  documents  with  me,,but  I  think', 
upon  recollection,  it  was  the  9th  of  August. 

Q,:  Theu  he  did  <rot  appear  in  the  Gazette  either  the 
Sunday,  or  or  the  Satuulay  following? 

A*  No,  I  thinkxnoi,  but  I  have  not  got  the  documents 
at  hand. 

[The  following  entry  was  read  from  the  Gazette 
of  the  IStli  August  180*,  page 

*  - 

6(  3;lst  Regiment  of  Foot,  Captain  Alexander  Leifha, 
*  "  to  be  Major. — Captain  Gtorge  Augustas  Tonyn* 
"from  the  48th  Foot,  to,  be  Major./*]  - 

Q*.  You  will  observe  that  Major  Leith's  commission  is^ 
dated  the  1st  of  August,  and  Captain  Toij/its  the  2d"; 
can  you  state- the  reason  of  Ivlajcr  LeitlVs  being  dated^ 
the  day  preceding  ?  >    -  - 

A.  They  were  boch  vv(>moted  at  the>  same  time,  ahd 
Major  Leith  had  been  the  <**dest  captain. 

Q%  You  nave-  stated,  that  the  King's  aporobatlorv  to- 
M'ajor  Tonyi,  e  promotion  was  ootamed  on  thtCjtKof 
August,  he  app^irs;  in  the  Gazette  of  the  18ri'»;  in  case' 
the  Comniandf-i  in  Chiei'  bad  thought  it  rig*  t  on  the 
J§th  of  Au^wvt'tostoD  the  publication  of  Major  Tonya's 
promotion  hi  the  Gazette  ot  Satmday  the  TBth,  he  could 
have  done  it? — A*  Yes,  he  wight, 

Q.  Is  there  any  UiSUnC>.,  in  point  ^f  fact,  of  the  Com--- 
imnder  in  Chief  dieting  t;:t-  publication  of  promo ti or/a. 
in  the  Gazette  to  be  steppci.  after  they  have  received* 
the  approbation  of  His  Majesty  ?  - 

As  Yes,  very, frequently  casualties  happen  "between  the 
periods  of  gazetting,  and  ihe  periods  of  submitting  thian '' 
to  the  'King;  consequently  such  appointments  are  nof 
gazetted,. ' 

Qf  Thisa 
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Q.  Then  if  the  Commander  in  Chief  had  sent  an  or- 
der on  the  l6tb,  to  you  or  to  the  proper  department,  to 
stop  the  publication  of  Major  Tonyn's  promotion,  it 
would  not  Have  appeared  in  the  Gazette  of  the  18th? 

A.  If  the  Commander  in  Chief  had  sent  such  an  order, 
it«probably  would  have  been  suspended. 

Q.  In  poi  nt  of  fact,  do  you  know  whether  any  such 
order  was  sent? 

A.  I  think  it  was  impossible,  I  should  have  had  some 
recollection  of  it,  and  I  cannot  find  any  trace  of  such  a 
thing. 

Q.  And  it  was  not  suspended  ? 

A,  It  was  not,  it  was  gazetted  among  other  promo- 
tions. '  - 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  the  Commander  in  Chief  was 
on  Thursday  the  lfjth  of  August  1804?_ 

A*  I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to  say  positively  where 
lie  was,  but  the  j6th  of  August  is  his  birth~day,  ancf  he 
commonly  passes  it  at  Oat  lands. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  at  the  Horse-Guard* 
on  the  following  day,  the  17th  of  August? 

A,  I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to  say,  but  it  is  a  point 
very  easily  ascertained  by  reference  to  the  date*;  I  have 
not  the  papers  at  hand  to  answer  so  precisely, as  that.  , 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  Commander  in  Chief  apply* 
ing  to  you,  either  verbally  or  ii\ writing,  between  tjiei 6th 
and  the  18th  of  August,  to  ask  you  whether  he  was  in 
time  to  stop  the  publication  of  Major  Tonyn's  promo- 
tion ? 

A'  vNo;  I  have  no  such  recollection. 

Q,  Can  you  inform  the  Committee,  whether  any  ofBcer 
of  the  name  of  Aslett  is  to  be  found  in  the  Army  List 
for  that  tinie  ?     .  t 

A.  I  have  caused  reference  to  be,  made  to  the  Army 
List,  and  no  such  person's  name  could  be  found  in  th$ 
list  of  tjie  army. 

Q.  Was  there  any  major  of  the  name  of  Bligh*  pro- 
pi  oted  about  that  time  h  ' 

fi.  'l  have  caused  a  similar  reference  to  be  hi  ad  e  ta 
the  Army  List,  and  I  can  find  no  such  person. 

jQ,.  JPa^you  know  whether  an  officer  of  the  name  of 
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Bligh  was  removed  about  that  time  From  the  half-pay  of 
the  54th  Foqtj'fo  he  Lieutenant-Colonel  of  the  14th  ? 

A*  »On  inquiry  >  the'only  officer  of  the  name  of  Bligh 
who  was  removed  about  that  time,  was  the  Honourable 
Colonel  Bli^h,  who  was  removed  from  the  half-pay  to  a 
resriment  of  foot. 

;  Q.  What  was  his  standing  as  Lieutenant-Colonel  in 
the  army  ? 

A,  1  really  do  not  know,  but  a  reference  to  the  Army 
List  will  point  it  out  at  once. 

Q.  Then,  in  point  of  fact,  there  was  no  major  of  the 
name  of  Aslett,  and  no  major  of  the  name  ofJBligh* 
promoted  or  removed  about  that  period  ? 

A.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  I>o  you  know  of  any  officer  of  the  name  of  Bacon, 
in  the  army  ? 

A.  There  is  a  Captain  Bacon,  in  the  army,  but  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  him  whatever. 

Q,  Did  he  apply  for  promotion  about  the  period  of 
July,  August,  or  September  1804? 

A*  IS ot  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  an  officer  of  the- name 
ofSpedding? 

A>  I  find  upon  inquiry  there  was  a  Captain  Spedding 
in  the  48th  regiment  at  that  period. 

Q.  Are  there  any  documents  in  your  office,  respecting 
this  officer's  applications  for  promotion? 

A*  I  think  1  have  the  documents  here.  It  appears  he 
applied  for  promotion,  and  was  refused;  and  he  then 
applied  to  g»  upon  the  half-pay,  which  was  granted,  and 
he  is  now;  L  think,  upon  the  half-pay. 

[Colonel  Gordon  delivered  in  tlxe  papers.} 

"  \n  August  1804,  Capt.  Spedding  of  the  4B  Reg  applied  for 
".promotion  (No.  1),  and  as  lie  wa*  known  to  Sir  Alined  Clarke,  an 
li  application. was,  made  to  the  Litter  for  the  character  of  Capt.  S.  by 
"  whose  answer  (No_/2.),  it  appears  that  Sir  A.  C.  does  not  jecollect 
"  such  an  officer. 

**  In  Nov.  18Q4  Capt.  Spedding  applied  to  be  placed  upon  half-pay 
"  (No.  4),  on  account  of  a  large  family,  and  an  intricacy  which  had 
♦  (i  recently  occurred  in  Ins  pnvjte  affairs." 

Capt  Spedding  icas  aceard'mgly  placed  m  ha!f-payx23  No"v.  1^04  n 

NO.  la. 
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No  I.  54 

The  Memorial.of  Capt.  John  Speckling,  48th  Reg. 


28th  August  1804. 
*Not  to  be  noted  until  a  fair  report  shall  tbe  received  from,  the  Regi. 

«  To  His  Royal  Highness  Field  Marshall  the  ©ujte  of  York, 

44  Commander  in  Chief. 
«  The  Memorial  of  John  Spedd.ng,  -Captain  in  the  48th  Regi- 

44  ment  of  Foot  ; 

44  Humbly  Sheweth, 

"-That  your  Memorialist  is  a  Captain  of  1798..  J-Ias  served  the 
44  gieatest  part  of  his  military  life  in  the  West  mdies,  and  was 
44  lievei  absent  during  the  whole  period  from  duty. 

44  Yom  memorialist  most  humbly  prays  that  yout  Royal  Highness 
44  may  be  graciously  pleased  to  grant  him  promotion. 

44  And  your  Rciyal  Highness's  memorialist, 

August  28th  1804."  44  as  in  duty  bound,,  will  ever  pray.''* 

(Indorsed.) 

44  Enquire  of  Sir  Alured  Clarke  of  the  character  of  this  officer,  to 


No.  II.  62. 

General  Sir  A.  Clarke,  7th  Nov.  1804, 

Put  by. 

44  Sir,  44  Rhual,  near  Chester,  Nov.  7th  1804." 

44  Your  ietter  of  the  29th  ultimo  directed  to  my  house  in  town 
44  was  forwarded  to  this  place;  but  having  been  absent  for  a 
44  few  days,  1  did  not  lecCive  it  till  yestetday,  which  will,  I 
44  hope,  sufficiently  account  for  rhy  not  returning  an  torlier 
44  reply  to  hi*  Royal  Highness's  Commands.-— 1  cannot  at 
*4  present  call  to  ray  recollection  having  had  any  personal  ac- 
44  quaintance  with  Captain  John  Speeding  of  the  48ih  regi- 
44  ment,, and  consequently  cannot  give  the  Commander  in 
44  Chief  the  infoimation  he  requires;  or  offer"" any  opinion  as 
44  to  that  officer^  merit.    I  have  been  so  many  yeais  em- 
44  ployed  abroad  on  the  public  service,  and  in  such  various 
44  parts  of  the  world,  that  it  is  not  impossible  but  Captain 
*4  Spedding  may  have  served  under  my  orders  ;  and  I  should 
*4  be  extremely  sorry  if  my  immediate  want  of  recollection  of 
*4  it  should  operate  to  his  disadvantage;  if,  therefore,  he 
44  shojild  be  able  to  refresh  my  memory  respecting  titm,  by 
*4  any  communication  he  may  think  fit  to  make,  1  shall  have 
great  pleasure  in  doing  him  justice,  and  obeying  his  Royal 
44  Highness' s  commands, 

44  I  am,  Sir,  with  great  respect,  and  rjegard, 

44  Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 

44  ALURED  CLARKE.'* 
44 'Lieutenant-Colonel  J.  W.Gordon* 
*4  Secretary  to  H.  R.  H.  the  Commander  in  Chief,  &c.  &c. 

Ho.  Ilk- 
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No.  nr. 

n 

48  Foot.    Mem.   23  Nov.  1804. 

Agreed  to.  Return  this  tp  J.  ML 

<£  Sir,  ^         «  Strand,  14  Nov.  1804/* 

1  am  directed  by-  General  Tonyn  to  transmit  you  the  enclosed 
"  memorial,  which -the  General  begs  leave  to  recommend  (tc 
"  the  uoti.ee,  of .  his  Royal  Highness  th&  Commander  in 
"  Chief.  '  ' 

"  1  KdVe  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
"  Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
"Lieut.  Col.  Gordon,  &c.  Wm.  GILPIN. 

(Indorsed.) 

"  Acqt'Mr.  Gilpin,  fo,r  Gen.  Tonyn's  information,  that 
("  H.  R.  ;H.  approves  of  Capt.  Spedding  rearing  to  half- pay/ 
and  wiii  recommend  an  officer  from  that  Est.  to  succeed 
"  him." 

(i  To  Field  Marshal  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
6i  and  Albany,  Commander  in  Chief  of  his  Majesty's 
u  forces,  &c.  &c  &c. 

4<  The  memorial  of  Captara  John  Spedding  of  the  48th  Re- 

N  u  giment  of  Pool  j 

'?  Humbly  sheweth, 

That  your  Royal  Highnesses  Memorialist,  on  account  of  a  large 
*'  family,  and  an  intricacy  which  has  recently  occurred  in-. his 
**,puvate  affairs,  is  desirous  of  retiring  from  the  service  upon 
"  half- pay. 

That  he  has  beep  ten  years  in  the  army,  three  of  which  he  has 
"  been  in  the  W«st  Indies. 

That  in  the  year  1799  he  obtained  leave  of  absence  from  the 
i(  1  lid  West  India  regiment,  "^herein  he  then  served  as  Cap- 
"  tain,  aiid  afterwards  on  the  17th  October  1799  exchanged 
"  to  half  pay  with  an  officer  of  the  2d  regt.  of  the  Irish  Bri- 
(<  gade,  and  did  not  upon  that  exchange  receive  any  dif- 
"  ference'v 

Thafr  he  wad  removed  i*rom  the  half  pay  in  July  18.03,'  not  at 
<IC  his  own  request. 

Your  Memorialist  therefore  humbly' hopes  that  yqur ,  Royal 
u  Highness  yill  be  pleased  to  permit  him  to  rethe  upon  half- 
*c  pay:  and  your  Memorialist  as  in  duty  boa  idk  will' ever 
p*ay. 

10th  November  1804." 

48  Foot.    Captain  Hon.  Geo.  Blaquiere. 

Mem.  23  Nov.  1804,    C.  L. 

Capt.  Blaquiere  from  half  pay  of  Hompesch  Drag,  to  be  placed 
*v  on  full  pay  in  any  regiment  of  infantry 
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^s  The  C&mmandcrin  Chief has  approved  of  Captain  Spcdding  of  the' 
*s  4&th  regiment  being  placed  on  half -pay: 

u  Captain  Btaqukre  may  he  app.  to  the  co*' 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  steps  were  taken  when  O&ptaii* 
Speeding  Jippli^d  for  promotion  ? 

A.  A  reference  was  ma.de  to  Sir  A!ure&' Cterke>  ana 
it  appeared  that  Sir  Akired  Clarke  had  very  little  or  »o 
knowledge  of  him.    Sir  Alured  Clarke's  letter  is  hers* 

Q.  Was  there  any  expectation  or  encouragement  hem 
out  to  Captain  Spedding,  that  he  would  receive  promo** 
tion  in  answer  to  his  application  ? , 

A.  No,  I  think  not.  I  find  by  a  m^n^mhdwm  niade 
upon  the  letter,  that  he  was  not  to  be  hotett  until  a  fa- 
vourable report  should  be  received;  in  short,  no  notice; 
was  taken  of  his -application  ;  his  memorial  is  dated- the 
38th  of  August  V804.  * 

Is  the  Committee  to  understand,  that  no  notice 
was  taken  of  his  application,  and  no  ej^coumgenf^qt 
given  to  him  between  that  application  and  the  time  .lie 
went  upon  half-pay,  so  far  a§  the  documents  infofni 
you  >>~-A.  None,  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Commander  in  Chief 
stopped  all  promotion  in  the  48th  regiment  ? 

A.  "I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  Does  it  appear  by  any  document  in  the  Office,  that 
any  reason  was  assigned  ta  Captain  Spedding  of  that  na- 
ture, as  the  reason  for  not  giving  bin*  his  promotion,? 

A,  I  think  not,  I  cannot  tind  any.  such  reason* 

Q.  If  promotion  hud  been  stopped  in  the  48th  regi- 
ment, is  it  not  likely  you  must  have  recolleeted  it? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  so,  'some  letter  would  hav^  been 
written  upon  *the  subject,  some  correspondence  must 
have  passed. 

Q,  Then  you  do  not  believe  that  there  was  any  order 
given  to  stop  promotion  in  the  48th  regiment? 

A*  I  have  already  said  I  have  no  recollection  of  any 
such  transaction, 

Q,  Have  you  any  documents  in  your  possession  that 
will  shew  in  what  manner  Major  Taylor  obtained  his 'pro- 
motion to  a  lieutena«t»cobnelcy  ? — A.  Yes*  I  have. 

No.  XXIII.  V,  2*  Z  Q.  Di3 
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Did  lie  oFfaJjii  ltlby  pui  chase 
A«  i^o^he  aught  npt  to  have  obtained  It  bv  purcha^, 
her was  i ecommentied  b}  the  colonel  of  anew  levy,  Lo  d 

9 v  ^hat  Wag  X^ord  Mathew's  levy,  anlirsfo  levy  ? 

if  Ldrd  l\%$ew  ~r^)sed  the  qgth  regiment,  and  by 
his  letter  o$  seivjee  ftq*  to  lecommend  the  officers,  his 
Mter  Of  service  I  have  now  m  jpny  hand,  and  Majoi  Ta^- 
fyi  A$  at  th«  head  of  it 

,Q«  ,1rt)€ft  the  Commander  m  Chi^f  could  not  do  othei- 
Wi&e*  under  the  conditions  of  that  levy,  than  accept  the 
r-efcam^en&kfcioti  of  Majoi  Tayloi  to  be  a  lieutenant- 
colonel,  if  he  had  seived  the  time  pi  escribed  by  the  le- 
gufat^>n^  of  the  array,  to  be  qualified  to  hold  thatiank  ^ 

A  I  cannot  say  thjt  the  Commander  in  Chief  could 
not  do  otherwise,  but  it  v>  as  a  transaction  peifectly  regu- 
lar, and  in  the  due  course  of  business. 

In  point  of  fact,  was  Lord  Mathew,  as  the  officer 
wfeo  had  undertaken  to  laise  the  new  levy,  to  recommend 
%/heutenaut-colonel ? — A  Certainty 

Q  Thenuis  the  Committee  to  undei stand  tb at  Major 
Taylor  dbtamed  his  promotion  m  consequence  of  this 
levy  * 

A*  Certainly,  I  know  of  no  othei  cause  Vvhateveu 
[Colpnel  Gordon  dehveied  in  the  papers  ] 

Major  'Taylor,  25th  Foot     1st  October  1804 

gi  To  Field  Marshal  Ins  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
"  Commander  m  Chief,  &c  &c 

st  The  IVIempnal  of  Majoi  John  Taylor  of  his  Majesty's  25  th 

(i  jegiment  of  Foot 

«  Sheweth, 

That  youi  Memorialist  served  during  the  rebellion  of  1798  in 
"  Ii  eland,  as  Bngade  Major  and  Aid  de  Camp  to  Major 
u  Geneial  Tiench,  111  which  situatioivhe  remained  until  the 
"  month  of  August  1799 ,  When  Majoi  Genei  al  Hutchmi 
%i  son,  having  been  appointed  to  the  staft  of  the  army 
<f  about  to  embaik  foi  Holland,  was  pleased  tajiommate 
"  Memoualist  as  his  Aid  de  Camp,  in  which  station  he 
"  seived  the  campaign  of  that  year  ,  That  Memoualist  m 
",-1800  accompanied  the  expedition  under  Lieutenant  Ge- 
neral  Sn  Raip]a  4beicrombie  to  the  Mediten  anean,  and 
**  landed  with  the  army  in  Egypt,  Memorialist  served  the 

"  former 
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w  formei  pa;  t  of  that  campaign  as  4.id  de  Camp  to  Lord 
w  Hutchinson,  who  was  pleaded  to  nominate  him  tp,  th&  si- 
"  tuation  of  deputy  Adjutant  tfteneiil,1  tif>on  dokmel  AJter* 
"  c  ombie's  succeeding  Bugadier  Geneial'Kope  as  ^fdjutant 
"  Genei  tl,  the  lattci  ha\mg  beeto"  appointed  to  thei<?omf 
i(  maud  of  a  bngade  That  m  1901  youi  Roval  J|ij^ne|£ 
"  ^ag  gi4Ci«"sly  plemed  to  ohtam  fiom  h\s  JM^j$9ty  the 
"  nik  ofMajoi,  foi  Memoiial  &t,  and  lately  to  &f>pbmt  Jim 
<     "  to  &  Majority  m  the  25ih  legmient  of  foot    ^  -  10  ^ 

rt  Memoi  lahst  therefore  relying  on  yom  Royal-  Htgffeess'g  good* 
"  nefis,  presumes  to  hope  that  your  Ro'yal  H^gh»es^wiJino% 
"  deem  itimpropei,  undei  circumstances  w^ich  he^hashjxd 
**  the  honour  to  suomit,  to  express  an  huinhle  hope,  tiiat, 
"  should  an  oppoitunity  occm  of  promotms£_hini  |d  a  lietite- 
"  nant  colonelcy  m  o^ie  of  the  new  battal  ons,  Yoni?  Ro^af 
"  Highncs  will  be  gi  aeiously  pleaded  to  mchide  huaint>the 
i(  list  of  promotion*  >  K 

*  Gordjn'b  Hotel,  Albemarle-stieet,  "  J  TAY^i^ 

"  lOct  ib04  Majoi  &5fh  Fo^t^ 

Indoibfd 

**  Major  of  1801,  and  just  pro  mo' 'ed  ta  the  majonty  ^the 
"  regiment 

H  Considered  frith  others^  having  equal  pretensipns^  b\t  no 
^Javourahie  opportunity  at  present  " 

99th  Foot    Mem  28th  Fehiuary^  1805    C  L 

Vompare  this  list  with  that  already  tn  your  ppssqfjfet 1,1 

Col  Gordon  If  you  wi^h  to  *hew  this  to  H  H  II  to  day  " 

"  Sir,  «  By  airection  of  Lord  Matlie^,  we 

"  have  the  hononi  to  request  your  Royal  Highness  \\  iU  be 
u  ©jessed  to  recommend  to  his  Majesty,  tjie  officers  whose 
names  are  contained  In  the  inclosed  hsf,  for  promotion, 
M  and  appointments  in  his  lord&hip^s  legiment 

u  We  have  the  honour  to  he,. 

*  Witl  gieat  deference  and  lejspecj,  Sa% 
M  Your  Royal  Highness'** 

"  Very  faithful  and  devoted  servants, 
*  CiaigVconrt,  2<i&  Teh  1805  "  GREENWOOD  &$QX  " 

"  F'eM  Marshal  Lis  Royal  Highness 
*"Fhe  Duk<*  of  York,  &c  &c 

[Theft*  foil???*  jb(§jr&?x:$£hT  qf  Lord  Mathew's 
fewv  v^itte  I  he  usuaboly^tbns  to  the  promotions, 
afid  athtYierndrk*^ 
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Q.  Does  it  kppear  fhat be  applied  for  leave  to  purchase 
^lleixtfett^tit-co?0ii  el  c  y p 
*  ^  ^±6t ftficTanY  «fcch  application. 

Q.  Have  you  ajiy  documents  i  espectmg  the  piomotiOB 
©f  Captain  Xfmeties  to  a  majonty  in  August  1804  ? 

A+Ywj  4  have; 

Q.  Wheie  was' "Gap tain  Ximenes  when  be  was  pio« 
)»>tfcd*^£  Wiffrbib  regiment,  in  Canada. 

^2,  "Y^as  rje  an  old  captain  m  tbe  ai  my  p 

A*  Yefe,  be  was  a  captain  of  1794,  of  ten  }eays 
standing. 

Q»  Was  be  of  tbat  class  of  captains  from  bis  standing 
wbo  was  entitled,  accoidmg  to  tbe  view  you  take  oi  th« 
pietent^ons  of  officers  of  that  rank  and  time,  to  a  majo- 
rity I — Q*  Y es5  be  wab. 

[Colonel  Gordon  delivered  in  the  papeis  ] 

u  Ximenes  was  a  captain  of  No\  ember  1794,  and  pro- 
moted to  a  majoiity  in  the  6ad  iegiment  on  the  28th 
August  1804,  m  consequence  of  the  accompanying  ap- 
plications from  his  biqther  '* 

1,   \5ap  Ximenes,  Waigiave  Rangeis,  SQiH  April  3804 

No  40,  We\mouth-stieet,  Portland-place,  29th  Apul  1804 
<«  Sit, 

My  'hi other,  Captain  David  lumenes  of  the  29th  iegiment 
"  (now  at  Halifax),  being  a  captain  smce  1794,  induces  me, 
'*  m  his  absence,  to  hate  the  honoui  6f  lequestmg  you'll  be 
*'  pkased  to  interest  y 0111 -self  with  his  Royal  Highness  the 
*'  Commander  111  Chief,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  him 
"  "permission  to  enter  on  an  arrangement  (by  me)  for  raising 
€i  men  under  the  late  regulation,  for  a  majority  for  him  i 
*'  was  v*ery  successful  m  raising  a  large  proportion  of  the 
**  lake  vvitidsor  Foiesteis  Fen  Cav  m  which  Iseive^ffom 
*'  its  commencement  to  the  general  leduc^iot^  of  Ten  Cay 
<4  in  1800  1  use  eveiy  exeition  till  his  return,  which  I 
u  humbly  hope,  m  consideration  of  his  being  a  captain  of 
*f  near  ten  yeais  standing,  and  having  pm  chased  eveiy  fetcp^ 
At  his  Royal  Highness  will  graciously  permit ,  and  I  beg 
*k  leave  further  to -state,  that  When  he  was  on  the  recruiting 
s<smce  he  was  very  successful 

**  I  am,  Sir,  with  the  iitmost  lesp^ct, 

"  Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
f '  Cid .  Clinton*  kc  $co  &c  "  <         -     «  MORl^  ,XWtETrtfcs 

*»  Capt  Comt  Wargr^ve'Tvangeis  ,5 

3  yt*t+ 
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1     Maidenhead,  22d  August  1-804 

The  Mtmoiialof  Captam  M  Ximenes  of  tke  Wargrave  Ean- 
e^eis  u\  behalf  of  hib  mother,  Captain  D  Ximenes  of  the  29th  re- 
giment, 

Ihs  brofherys  claims  will  he  considered* 

"  To  Field  Marshal  His  Royal  Highness  the  JDukp  of  York, 
Commandei  111  Chief,  &x  &c  &c 

i(  The  Memorial  of  Captam  Mons  Ximenes,  Commandaut  of 
"  the  Waigiave  Ra^g^is",  on  behalf  of  bis  biotjrei,  Captain 
w  David  Ximen^  of  the  29th  legimertt  of  foot,  now  on  duty 
Ci  \uth  his  regiment, 

"  Most  humbly  Sheweth, 
w  That  yoar  Memoiidhst  having  seen  in  the  Gazette  several 
u  capta  ns  piomoted  to  majonties,  junior- to  th^i&J^xKe^aid 
"  Captain  David  Ximenes  of  the  29th  foot,  mo|t  hpmbly 
"  prays  that  youi  Royal  Highness  will  be  piea&eil  ta  take 
"  his  said  biotluVs  length  of  sen  ice  (being  neaily  xet^^ear^ 
"  a.  Captain)  into  consideiation,  and  lecommeid  hKri^to  his 
"  Majebty  ^ur  p^omotioa.  < 

"  Andyoui  Memorialist  will  evei  pi  ay 

«  M  XlM,LNfcS  '* 

sc  Rear  Place,  Maidenhead,  Berks, 
"  22d  August  1804  " 

"  He  is  a  captam  of 

"  1794,  and  a  young        "  Approved, 
Capt  D  Xihnnes,  "  man— does   your  "  C  L" 

29  Regt  "         "R  H   appiove  of    "  I  hat  e posted  Capt  X 

"  his    being- iiiefced  a  to  the  6^d 

«  for  piomotioh —  "  J  W  Or 

"  he  is  abr9ad  wtth 

"  his  colps  " 

%    London,  23d  December  lQf)At 

Major  Ximenes,  62d  Regiment 

u  4Sir,  "  New  Humnmms,  Deer  23,  1804  " 

tU  V\\  thank  you  to  have  the  goodness,  to  mfoim  his  Royal  $Ugh- 
u  ness  the  Commander  m  Chief,  ot  my  aimal  here,  and  of 
"  my  readiness  to  join  the  leajiment,  to  whjeh  Jhig  jp<jn4& 
vcending  P"indnes»s  has  promoted  me ,  foi  whic^i*  pi^mo£i/&|i 
tt  1  should  be  happy  to  letitrn  thanks  personally  to  his  Ro^al 
i(r  Highness  w  I  have  the  hoaoar  to  be,  $iU°  *f 

"  Youi  most.ebedietftse'iv^ 
«  Lieut  Col  aoidon,  kt  «  D^StyPttftftLS? 

<*~Hoise*Gu&id<5 11  "  M^or  ^Regim^n^' 

*T*igr  1 roryonr R  H'sWes **** J "VOU* 

Z  3  Q.  Wa< 
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,aO^WGtft.'tfhe  levy  of  this  regiment  of- Lard  Mat?rew*s 
tempted? 

*A*\  It  f$  actually  now  a  regiment*  of  the  line,  and 
jurying,  |  think*  in  the  Bahamas;  it  is  the  99th  regiment. 

Q.  Was  it  completed  in  .the  year  1804  ? 
'  Al  Ttlvas  so  far  completed  as  to  eutitle  him  to  recom- 
mend his  Qfficers ;  tit  wa#  completed  according  to  hi* 
letter  of  service,  at  least  I  Jbelieye  so;  it  was  regularly 
inspeeted  by  the  Commander  of  the  Forces  in  Ireland* 
and  I  know  nothing  to  the  contrary. 

Sir  G.  fVarrender.  Q.  You  observe  in  the  statement 
of  Colonel  Brooke's  services,  he  is  appointed  to  the  5Ctb 
regirA^nl  on  the  5th  January,  1805  ? 

j^t'&ee  it  is  so.  -  ,    7  v 

Q.  .Haying  seated,  in  your  former  evidence,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  make  inquiries  into  the  services  of  Lieute- 
nant-Colonel Brooke,  on  tire  1ft  of  Ju!y9  wheti  the  ex- 
charige  proposed' ;  were  not  inquiries  made  previous 
lo  the  $th  of  January,  when  he  was  appointed  as  effective 
to  the  56th  regiment  of  foot  from  half-pay  ? 

A*  I  take  for  granted  that  due  inquiries  were  made  ; 
tout  I  think  Thave  stated  in  my  evidence  that  .particular 
inquiries  were  necessUry  on  his  exchange  to  the  cavalry. 

Q.  You  mean  that  inquiries  respecting  Colonel  Brooke 
were, made  with  respect  to  his  fitness  as  a  field  officer  of 
cavalry  ? — A.  I  mean  exactly  that* 

Q.  You  will  observe,  that  the  only  service's  of  C°^one^ 
Brooke  as  a  cavalry  officer^are  for  three  months  as  a  corwet 
rn  17^3;  state' what  the  result  of  your  inquiries  into  th,e 
services  of  Colonel  Brooke  as  a  cavalry  oriieer  were,  in  ad- 
dition to  those  stated  ^s  a  cornet  for  three  months  in  1793. 

A*  .That  .very  circumstance  made  the  inquiries  still 
"anore  necessary,  -and  the  result  of  them  was  satisfactory, 
as^liave  before  stated  ;  and  that  they  were*  satisfactory, 
^e^ferM'ces  of  Colonel  Brooke. haye  since  very  fuller 

State  what  other  services  Colonel  Brooke  was  en*- 
g#£fcd  tiV  winch  could  give  him  ^knowledge  o^ca>alryf>^ 
y^fttatf^t&'the  three  months  daring  which  ht*  was  comak 

Jt*  Sffeve  already  stated  to  the  Committee,  an#  it.  is  in 
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,eyklerice  Before  them.,  that  Lkept  tio  ^neraerandtitn  irt 
writing  of  such  inquiries,  but  that  the  result  tff  siiehin- 
qniries  was  satisfactory  ^  the  conduct^  Colotiet  Eroo&e,. 
in  the  command  of;  His  regiment,' "has  proved  that  tfoey 
were  eminently  satisfactory* 

[The  following  entry  was  'read  fVofti  the  London 
Gazette  of  the  1 8th  of  August,  1804  \— 

"  14th  Regiment  of  Foot,  Lieutenant  Colqnel 
"  Hon.  Wm.  Bligh,  from  the  half-pay  of  the  54th 
"  Foot,  to  be  Lieutenant  Colonel." 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esq.  a  Member  of  lh£.H&usc, 
attending  in  his' place,  wns  examined^  a&Toflows;, 

Sir  T.  Turton.  Q,  You, stated  in  your  firslexanii na- 
tion; that  you  considered  Mrs.  Clarke  had  prejudiced 
His  Royal  Highnesses  interest  and  his  name  with  regard 
to  money,  and  that  an  investigation  took  placer  in> con- 
sequence of  that  investigation,  did  any  proofs*  appear  of 
His- Royal  Highness' s  name  having  ever  beek  used  fry 
her  td  procure  money  ?  " 

A*  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  state  the  particuJar  facts 
that  Appeared,  but  I  remember  perfectly  well  it  was  cer- 
tainly established  that  there  had  been  transactions  with 
regard  to  goods  aircl  likewise  with  "regard  to  bills,  whTda 
satisfied  me  lhat  that  representation  was  correct;  I  made 
lie  memorandum  at  the  time.  ,  , 

Q.  Then  yon  cannot  state  any  particular  transactions, 
or  any  particular  sum  for  which  the  name  of  the  I)uke 
of 'York  was  made  use  of  to  raise  money  for  Mrs.  Clar)*^? 

As  Certainly  not.  r  ' 

Q.  Can  you  slate  the  sources  from  whence  youdeny,Q<jl 
ilie  information  of  its  beino;  so  raised?  « 

A*  I  believe  !  have  already  stated  in  that  part  of  rjriy 
evidence,  that,  in  order  to  obtain  the  information 
necessary'  to  enabl e  H is  Royal  High he^ss  .tojj 
^hat^out^e-he  shottld  take  with  respect  to  Mrs% 
I  communicated  with  Mtv  Lowten,  and  he  employee!  $if. 
;Wi1k^0\i ;  >Mtt  Wilkinson 
*fry>0&&<£  ihe  circumstances  to  me, 

Q.  It 
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■Q.  It  appears  in  youi\ -evidence-,  that  the  facts  of  the 
raising  of  money,  or  the  prejudicing  the  interests  of  the 
Duke  of:  York,  by  making:  use  of  his  name,  were  com- 
tnunicated,  after  the  investigation,  to  His  Royal  High- 
ness; weie  they  communicated  to  His  Royal  Highness 
by  yourself,  or  by  Mr.  Lowten,  or  by  Mr.  Wilkinson  ? 

A.  "The  result  of  the  investigation  -was  drawn  iip  by 
Mi'.  Wilkinson  or  Mr»  Lowten,  1  do  not  know  which/and 
that  was  conveyed  to  His  Royal  Highness,  not  by  my 
hand,  hujt  transmitted  to  His  Royal  IJighness  when  he 
was  at  Oatlaiids,  X  believe,  upon  the  7th  or  9th  of  May, 
1806, 

;  Q,  I  understood  by  your  evidence,  that  his  Royal 
Hight^ess  tlie  Duke  of  York  was  very  unwilling  to  be- 
lieve %he  facts  that  were  charged  against  Mrs.  Clarke  ;  is 
the  committee  to  undeistand,  that,  after  the  investigation 
was  made,  arid  the  facts  were  communicated  to  his 
Jt,oyal  Highness,  he  was  then  satisfied  that  she  had  made 
use  of  \\\$  9$me,  and  prejudiced  his  interest  by  so  doing  ? 
-  A*  I  can  only  answer  that  by  stating  what  his  Ro],al 
Highness's  conduct  was:  His  Royal  Highness,  in  con- 
sequence of  being  possessed  of  the  information  which  I 
have  stated  to  have  been  conveyed  to  him,  immediately 
or;  very  soon  after  came  to  a  resolution  to  take  the  step 
of  separating  from  Mrs.  Clarke. 

*  Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  the  consequence 
of  laying  these  facts  before  his  Royal* Highness  the  Duke 
of  York,  was  his  .separation  from  Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  1  can  draw  no  other  conclusion  than  that;  for,  as 
I  have  already  stated  in  my  evidence,  before  that  time, 
there  was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  his  Royal  Highness 
intended  to  separate  from  Mrs.'Cjarke  ;  and/  after  that 
time,  he  did  take  that  determination* 

Q.  Did  j on  read,  at  any  time,  the  statement  that'was 
drawn  up  by  Mr.  Lowten  or  Mr.  Wilkinson,  and  sub- 
mitted to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  I  certainly  did. 

.  Q.  Does  your  recollection  furnish  you  with  any  speci- 
fic sum  that  was  raised  by  M,vs.  Chuke  in  llie  Duke  of 
$oVk's  name,,  without" his  authority  ? 
';  A.  No,  it  does  not. 
O.  Probably^  oiTknow  whether  the  "paper  which  was 
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dpln$ere$  to  bis  Royal  Higbnefs  the  Duke  of  York,  ism 
il?e  potjfeffimi  of  Ifi?  Royal ^Highnefs  at  prdfetiF? 
I  neiver  have  (f*en  tliat1  paper  ftnee. 

hard  JbUtjlow,  ^  When  did  yoU  flril  near  of  the  riell 
W|J|e  poftelfion?  of-^d^yain  Sanson  ? 

^  6n 5  Saturday  morning,  the  #h  of  this  mdfjth,  b^ 
tween  len  and  eleven  o'clock. 

Prom  wham  did  vou  hear  of  it  ? 

J.  I  heard  of  it  from  Colonel  Hamilton;  ColorteY  Ha- 
milton came  to  my  houfe  on  Saturday  mormhg,  between 
ten  and  eleven  o*clockj  before  I  was  out  of  my  bed. 

i.^  State  to  the  Committee  what  pafFed  upon  that  oe> 
cauon  * 

A.  Colonel  Hamilton  came  to  my  hou k  between  fen^nd 
eleven  o'clock  on  Saturday  morning,  and  was  {hewn  tip  to 
me,  Hq  immediately  mentioned  to  me  tha£  he  had  ieer* 
Captain  Sandon  at  Portfmoivth ;  that  Captasn'Sandon  had 
communicated  with  into  upon  the  fubjecl  of  this  Inquiry  * 
he  (did,  that  Captain  Sandon  had  afted  him  how  hfe  (hould 
toncjucj  himfeif ;  that  he  had  told  Captain  Sandon  that  there 
c^ulq  b%  no  rule  for  his  condiicl,  but  one,  which  was  to 
adhere  ijnclly  (o  truth,  to  tell  every  thing  he  knew,  that  it 
would  not  at  all  avail  him  to  do  'otherwife,  even  if  he 
/houM  have  an  inclination,  becaufe  he  would  be  ekamined, 
I  think  he  fasd,  by  the  united  ability  of  the  country.  He 
then  told  me,  that  Captain  Sandon  told  him  that  he  had 
fome  letters  upon  the  fubjecl  of  hi*  transitions  with  Mrs, 
Clarke,  and  that  he  had  a  note,  which  is4he  note  in  afuef- 
tion,  wfnch  he  believed  to  be  in  the  Duke  of  York*s  hand- 
writing;  that  that  note  he  had  (hewn  to  Captain  Tonyn 
before be  was  made  Major  Ton)h,  in  order  to  induce  hirh 
either  to  keep  the  depojQt  which  he  had  mad<?,  or  to  re- 
place the  depofit  which  he  had  ciade,  I  cannot  exaclly  re- 
coll^cl  which  ?  that  depofit  he  had  threatened  to  withdraw 
in  confequence  of  the  del^y  between  the  fir £1  interview  he* 
Captain  Sandon,  had  with  Captain  Tonyn,  on  the  fubjecl 
of  his  promotion,  Which  he  reprefented,  I  think,  as  be.ng 
neaijv  twojnontlis,  that  there  was  hkewde  anoiher  noie, 
\vhjchf,no\e4bad  beem  delivered,  as  fie  (iated,  to  M^jor  To- 
n)n,  whi^h  ;was  a  note  faving  he  was  to  be  gazetted  to* 
night,  or  in  words  to  that  eifccl.    Colonel  Hamilton  stofd 

JO&C 
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sne  he  given  ftri<5  injunctions  to  Captain  SandoM.0 
preferife  the  nol^  Which  he  reprefented  as  in thelftikti  io$ 
York's  ba*53l4Vifihgr  and  which  I  "rniderfTand  notf'to'be 
the  no<£  about  which  there  has  been- fo  much  inquiry  heVe\i 
th^  original  of  which  has  been  prodttded,  and  fcv'etfy  pap€Kr 
I  laid  W  Colonel  Hamilton,  rliat  nothing  could  be  more 
eorrecT  f*har>  his  inftruclion ;  that  it  ftiil  remained  io  be  Teen 
what1  the  terms  of  the  note  were,  and  to  be  judged  of 

'  whether  it -Was  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-wriling;  I  defired 
Colonel  HaWdton,  therefore,  to  go  to  Captain  Sandon, 
and  to-Hefire  to  look  at  the  note,  and  to  take  a  copy  of  it, 
a*d  to  repeat  his  injunctions  in  the  firongefr;  manner,  to 
preferve  ali  the  papers,  and  among  the  reft  the  note.  C<w 
lone!  Hamilton  returned  to  my  Jioufe,  1  think  it  mufl  have 

Hbe^en  confide^ably  before  one  o'clock;,  it  was  after  twelve 
or  about  twelve ;  he  told  me*  that  he  had  repeated  tbofe 
inflruclions,  that  he  had  taken  a  copy  of  the  note,  which 
he  brought  fo  me,  which  J  peajfed,,  and  found  to  be  in  the 

'  very  terms  of  the  note  which  has  been  fwce  produced;  and 
ne  added,  that  according  to  his  opinion  and  belief,  it  was 
the  Duke  fef  Yoik's  hand- writing,  I  thm  told  him  that 
Aidb  circunjftabves  mufl  be  immediately  communicated, 
arf&  I  wiftied  him,  therefore,  to  go  to  Mr,  Perceval,  with 
a  note  which  I  wrote,  and  that  1  would  follow  as  foon  as- 
X*x>u!dv  Colonel  Hamilton  went  to  Mr,  Perceval,  which 
I  know,  becaufe  I  found  him  there,  and  had  told  Mr* 
Perceral  the  ftory  J>efore  1  arrived^  Mr,  Perceval  and 
royfelf  deliberated  upon  the  courfe  to  be  tak^n,  and  having 
unftarftood  fronT Colonel  Hamilton's  reprefentations  (fpr  I 
believe  neUher  of  us  ever  faw  Captain  Sandon  till  he  camo 
to  the  Barfof  this  Houfe)  that  Captain  Sandon  had  been 
applied  to  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  I  think  he  laid  Mr.  War- 
dl&,  but  I  wilf  not  be  fure,  and  Mr.  Lowten,  to  go  to 
ihem,  it  was  Mr.  Perceval's,  fuggeftionj^  and  my  avvn,  I 
belieye  mutually  almolt,  that  the  moft  advi fable  courfe  lor 
$s  rb  direcl  Colonel  Hamilton  to  take,,  was  to  jnftrucl  Cap* 
tain  Sandon  to  bold  no  further  communication  wdh  any  per* 
foiji  u  ha  lever  till  he  appeared  at  the  Bar  ofuhis.  Iloufe, 
ai>d  hkewife  to  inftruclliim*  to  prelerve  the  note  ami'- alt 
the  j>a'per<?  he(  had'  Ipoken  of.  '  Colonel' Hamilton*  received 
IhofeHnftrufctiohs  at  Mr.' Perceval'*  h<*ufe*  and  wfr^»M'.l 

protimied 
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TFfcfeneff^  sio  majce  the  communication  immediately  i& 
Captain^  Sa8n4©n>  which  was  to  be  done  Jbefore  t<w<)5  o'clock, 
b^ufeS^n^oi?  had  promifed,  as,  we  umjerftoo^i  *r(*m  Co*- 
Jofle|4^aWM>rC ,  to  give  h^s  ^nfwers,  to  the  perfons  who 
had  delired  to  fee  htm,  at  that  hoor.  Afte*  having  given 
th^fe  dnv#ioos ,  to  Cok>neI  Hamilton,  it  w^s  agreed  by  Mf» 
Perceval  and  in >  (elf,*- that  this  matter  ought  to  be  commu- 
nicatee] 10  the  Duke  of  York,  and  it  was  further  agreed 
by  lks,  that  the  matter  (hould  be  brought  before  the  Hottfe 
of  Commons  by  us,  in  cafe  it  did  not  make  Us  appearance 
^"n  the  evidence  of  Captain  Sandon.  I  went  in,  fearch  of 
his  Royal  H»ghnefs  the  Duke  of  York,  but  it  was  the  even- 
ing before  I  ia\#  him;  I  communicated  the  matter  to  him, 
heexprofled  his  furpnfe  and  aftonifhment,  and  declared 
the  impoflibihty  of  his  ever  having  made  any  (uch  commu- 
nication, and  w. Hied  immediate!)  to  go  to  Mr*  Perceval; 
we  went  to  Mr,  Perceval's  together,  where  he  made  a  fj- 
milar  alfeverauon,  and  again  at  Colonel  Gordon'^.  I  did 
not  fee  his  Royal  Hrghnefs  again  till  between  three  and 
/our  o'clock  on  Sunday  the  5th,  and  I  did  not  fee  Colonel 
Himiltpn  until  Sunday  atone  o'clock,  wh«n  I  faw  him  for 
the  parpofe  of  learning  whether,  he  had  executed  the  de^ 
hvenng  the  mftructions  to  Captain  Sandon  m  the  manner 
that  Mr,  Perceval  and  myfelf  had  required;  Colonel  Ha- 
milton told  me  that  he  had  delivered  them  in  the  very 
terms ;  that  Captain  Sandon  had  (aid,  that  he,  Colonel 
Hamdt'm,  might  depend  upon  his,  Captain  Sandoa's, 
Obeying  his  inftrucliOns;  but  that  he  would  be  extremely- 
angry  with  him,  or  extremely  enraged  with  him,  I  am  not 
fure  winch  was  the  exprefhon,  tor  he  had  already  drtobeyed 
one  of  rus  mflructions,  he  had  deftroyed  the  note*  upon 
which,  according  to  Colonel  Hamilton's  representation, 
he  laid,  Good  God,  have  you  deftro>ed  the  note?  Of 
courfe  I  expreffed  m)felf  to  a  fimilar  effect  to  Colonel  Ha- 
milton when  he  made  the  communication  to  me  refpecling 
the  deftruciion  of  the  note.  I  wenUto  Mr/  Perceval,  ac- 
cording to  appointment  made  the  day  before,  and  commu* 
ntoied  to'hiro  this  iacl,  as  ftated  b)  Colonel  Hamilton; 
tbi^  became  again  the  fubjeel  of  our  deliberation*,  and  we 
aga«if determined  that  it  was  our  dnty,  as  Members  of  Par> 
h£raenfc,~  to  bnng  the  matter  forward,  leaving  it  to  omfelves 

to 
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fo^j&dg^  T«i foroe  meafu?e,  with  regard  to  the  M©ifit>f  hm&- 
j&g  il  toward  $  >m&  in, order  that  there  rfrighi  uoV  be^pof- 
fibdiiy  of  fuppofingtha^t  we^bfougbt  it  forward*  &  ke$*tiat 
back  according*!©  circumftajides,  it  was  deter  mi  led  to  make 
the  communication  to  certain  Membeis  of  fhis<  Hon^s. 
Accord iu$Iy  .the,  *  feda*  3s  I  ta^je  now  ftat^dvthern^i^ecje 
lommufcicafced  t£  Ltod  Caftlerea^h,  to  Mr.  Cannings  |o 
the  Attorney,  and  Solicitor  Genera!*  to  Lord  ilenry  Peity, 
to  Mr<  Whitl^ead,  <and  to  General*  Fit^petrrekv  .This 
brings  the  fa  61  down  to  tj|e  t  ran  faction  m  this  Houfe 

g\  Mr*  Lawten  is  etir^ia^ed  'as^atk  agent  of  the  Duke 
of  York  I — A>  He  ^. 

2  B&s  Mr.  Lowten  been  m  the^pxai6bge  of  dxamming 
'iJte'Witrieflfe*  that  rcerepiodaceduatUip|>oTt  of  ihecft#r$£s 
^againft  the  Duke  of  York  > 

%A*  I  really  d*>  not  know  whethenhg  ba*  or  not.v 

£>.  Whetf^yoti  ftated  the  circumstance  of  lh*s  notelo**t$e 
Duke  of  Yoik,  did  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ftate^that  he  never 
bad  written  fuch  a  note  with  ae  view  oi  influencing  fciptam 
Tfonjn,  a<*  rt  has  heen  represented  by  Captain  Sati4«h,  or 
that  he  had  never  written fuch&Dote at  aii  to  Mrs.  Clarke* 
A.  The  Dak^of  York  ftatedv  that  he  was  perfectly  Aire 
that  he  had  never  written  fadra  note  ;  that -he  had  not  a 
tecotleclfon  of  it  at  all. 

*  ^.  Did  he  (late  to^ou,  that  he  had  never  writien  to 
Mr^  Clarke  Upon  the  ftibjecl  of  military  affairs  ? 

"A  He^lwavs  fiated  to  me,  that,  to  th%  beft  of  ins  re- 
collection,, he  haff  never  written  to  Mrs  Clarke  on  thefub- 
jl-d  of  military  affair*,  and  that,  if  he  hard  donelt,  It  muf£ 
have  been  Very  rarely. 

Have  you  any  objection  to  (late  what  were  the  grounds 
of  your  withholding  this  communication  from  the  fioufe 
till  the  period  it  was  brought  forward  ? 

A  The  ground  that  influenced  my  mi«b^JVa£,  1hat  I 
thought  if  the  communication  had  been  brought  forwards 
anearlier  period,  it  might  have  ernbarraffed  the  courrfeof 
proceeding  m  the  Inquiry,  at  the  inftance  of  the  Gentle- 
man who  had  fet  it  on  root,  and  that,  in  ebnudering  the 
whole  circumftances  of  the  cafe,  ju  ft  ice  would  be  better 
obtained,  whatever  the  efFrct  of  that  note  mtght  be,  by 
keying  it  back  till  the  period  when  it  was  allowed  to  tram* 
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]*ire.  Fear*  m\y  fay  now  -what  were  my  motives  and  re- 
lets for  that  conduct;  that  vnaar  what  irrfluenecd  me  in  lb© 
opmkm  1<  gave  in  confutation  with  Mr*  Perceval  .upon  *hat 
lohjecl.  I  mentioned  that  I  did  not  fee  the  Di  ke  of  York 
agJuijUiH  ibree  or  four  o'clock  on  Sunday;*  at  one  o'clock 
on  Sunday  I  was  informed*  by  Colonel  Hamilton,  of  San*  » 
don's  ha vmg  declared  the  note  to  be  deftroyed*  Between 
th*ee  and  four  o'clock  <m  Sunday  i  informed  the  Duke  of 
York  of  that  fta<5L  I  think  it  right  (o  flat e  that  as  a  mala- 
rial fa&  in  the  cafe. 

. vjgj.  Ycm  have  &aled,  that  one- motive  which  you  bad  for 
keeping  back  the  mention  of  this  note  to  fo  late  a  period, 
mm,  left  you  fhould  embarrafs  the  Gentleman  who  brought 
forward ,  this  Inquiry*  by  the  premature  dtfcU  fure  of  t|j« 
note;  explain  to  the  Committee  how  that  diftloUire  would 
Have  embarraCTed  hitn  more  than  the  crofs-examinaiions 
which  took  place,  when  the  WitndTea  appeared  at  the 
Bar? 

.  4*  I  confidered  this  not e*  and  the  t ran fadion  refpecllng 
it*  the  difcfofur^refpe&mg  its  dtftru&ion,  ta  form  cue  o£ 
the  molt  extraordinary  features  that  I  had  ever,  known  of 
ia  any  cafe,  if  1  bad  been  in  the  coutfe  of  examining 
Witnfffes  much  in  this  proceeding,  I  ihould  have  avoided 
crofs-examining  to  that  facl,  thrnking  the  mode  that  was 
adopted  a  more  fatisfaclory  means  of  bringing  it  forward  j 
and  i  believe  it  will  be  found*  that  there  was  no  crofs-ex* 
amination  of  Sand  on  to  that  fa  ft,  nor  any  thing  that  could 
lead  to  it  |  and  therefore*  anfwertng  to  the  motive,  and 
not  (o  the  ia&,  I  can  only  (ay  it  does  not  fir  ike  me  that  this 
ftands  upon  the  fame  fooling  as  the  ordinary  crofs-exarai- 
.  nation  of  WUeeiFes,  aecoiding  to>my  conception. 

Jg.  Why  (bouid  its  being  an  extraordirary  feature,  pre- 
vent its  being  prefented  at  an  early  period  $  is  it  ufual  for 
exiraordiirary  features  to  be  kept  back  in  evidence  in  courts 
of  juftice*  when  they  relate  to  the  evidence*  that  witnefles 
examined  in  chief,  are  given  to  the  court? 

A.  I  cooceive,  that  being  pafFeiFed  of  a  fa&  of  this  fort, 
which  J  found  it  my  bounden  duty,  in  conjunction  with 
Mr.  Perceitad*  to  bring  before  the  public,  whatever  its  con- 
sequences might  be,  and  which  the  Royal  Duke,  I  believef 
had  expreffed  a  defire  to  Mr.  Perceval,  ihould  be  brought 
before  the  public,  that  I  had  a  right  to  exercife  my  dHcre- 
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tJojr,  in  conjunction  with  Mr.  Perceval,  to  bring  it  before 
the  public  at  the  ti$e  that,  according  to  that  difcretion, 
we  (hould  lhii\k  thebefti  mean>rig  horieftly  aftddrftin&fy  at 
all  times  to  bring  it  before  the  Houfe. 
♦  ^  You  have  dated,  thai  you  thought  that  the  purpofes 
of  juftiee  would  be  beft  anfwered  by  not  bringing  this  fa& 
before  the.  Houfe  fooner  than  it  was  brought;  will  you  ex- 
plain how  the  purpofes  of  juftiee  were  likely  to  be  beft  an- 
fwered by  the  delay  in  bringing  forward  the  circutnftances 
refpe&mg  this  note  } 

A.  I  can  only  ftafe  how 'I  think  the  purpofes  of  juftiee 
would  be  beft  anfwered;  I  cannot  befd  prefuflfeptuous  as 
to  fay  that  the  purpofes  of  juftice  were  beft  anfwered,  but 
in  my  opinion  they  were,  becaufe  it  brought  this  particular 
£eature,of  the  ca(e  diftinctly,  clearly,  and  unembarrafted, 
before  the  Houfe;  thai  if  it  had  been  mixed  up  in  crofs-ex- 
amination,  or  brought  forward  in  that*  fhape,  it  neither 
would  have  appeared  fo.  diftincl,  nor  have  appeared  fa 
clearly  the  determination  of  the'perfons  in  bringing  4t  for- 
ward. 

The  Right  tlonourable  Spencer  Perceval,  at- 
tending in  his  place,  was  examined  by  the  Commit- 
tee, as  follows: 

.  Ldrd  Folkftone*  Have  you  heard  the  ftatemeat  of  {ha 
Honourable  Gentleman  lately  under  examination,  and  do 
yo^wrfti  to  add  any  thing  to  thaj  ftatemen!  ? 

A*  f  am  nor  , qtitte  certain  that  I  heard  the  whole.  If  it 
is  wifhed  that  I  mould  ftate  the  motives  that  influenced  my 
mind,  wot  in  keeping  this  back,  but  in  not  btinging  it  for- 
ward before,  I  conceived  the  cafe  thai  was  Jo  be  made 
againft  the  Ro)al  Duke  was  doled.  When  the  communi- 
cation was  made  to  me,  I  thought  at  the  firft  it  was  a  very 
extraordinary  circumftance;  and  when  I  found  that  the  note 
was,  as  the  Wrtntfs  repiefented  it,  deftroyed,  coupled 
with  the  direcl  aflertion  of  the  Royal  Duke,  that  this  note 
^as  -a  forgery,  i  thought  it  to  be  a  forgery^  and  I  deter- 
mined to  acl  upon  the  fuppofition  of  hi  being  fucH,*and 
tipon  that  tmpreflion,  and  v\ith  a  view  the  better  todetecl 
it,,  »f  it  were  fo,  I  thought  it  better  that  all  the.  Wrtneftes 
\pa,fCQ\x\d  in  any  degree  have  beeiKConcerned  in  that  tranf- 


(   %W  ) 


«$tOfl,  {ho&M  have  told  their  wn  tale  to  the  Committee* 
before, they  were  in  $ny  degree  informed,  by  me^at  leatfr 
or  by  the  courfe  that  we  took,  of  our  being  in  potfeflton  of 
an)  facl,  or  inclined  to  rpafke  ufe  of  the  information  we  iiad 
oT  a^ny  fael ,  might  breajt  in  upon  their  Ov^h  r>)aq  of  naf~ 
bating  itvto  the  Committee,  if  it  had  been1  a1  tingre  cafe, 
jn^leacj  of  a  variety  of  cafes,  that  were  brought  beibttl'  *e 
Committee,  I  apprehend  that  (here  couldtbe  no  {fu&ftfbft; 
that  on  the  part  or  the  defence  to  that  charge,  thofe1  who 
interefled  themfelves  m  the  defence  qpuld  not  Jbe  Called 
upon  to  produce,  any  pact  of  the  evidence  w*hiqn*  they 
thought  material,  till  they  hadjihe  whole  of  the^  cafe  'that 
'  was  to  be  bought  agajnft  them  laid^before  the  CourtJ^apd 
confidermg  how  |he  whole  of  thefe  cafes  are,  by  means  of 
the  fame  W^tnepes,-  more  or  lefs,  being  Drought  forward 
upon  them  a)l ,  contiderjng  from  that  ctrctimftance  h(gw 
they  were  all  connected,  I  conceiv  ed  it  Would'  W  bVrtlr 
that  this  information  fhoujd  not  be  given  till  it  was  c!6fecF. 

(9  Was  the  mtroduclion  of(  this  evidence  feltled,  upon 
the  luppofitton  that  the  note  was  actually  defhoyed  ?  ' 

A,  Certainly  my  impremon  Wa«,  that  the  note  wa's-  Ac- 
tually deflroyed,  and  it  was  after  that  impreffion  was  con- 
veyed to  me,  that  the  note  was  actually  deftroyed,  lhat  I 
concurred  with  my  honourable  and  learned  Fnerid  in  think- 
rng  that  it  was  equally  neceflfary  that  facl  mould  be  brought 
before  the  Oonvmittee;  and  perhaps I  might.be  permitted 
to  add,  that,  feeling  there  was  a  contiderable  degree  ot 
atikwardnefs  in  the  appearance  of  being  backward  totbnng 
forward  at  fheearlieft  period  a  f  a  cl  fo  important  as  this  facl 
was,  we  did  think  (hat  our  own  honour  would  hardly  be 
^a{e,'fUn!dVwe  made  a5  communication  not  only  of  the  fa 61, 
but  of  our  determination  to  produce  it  in  the  manner  m 
which  we  did. 

William  Adam,  Efq*  in  his  place,  m$c}c  a  State- 
ment, as  follows 

It  becomes  unnecessary  for  me  to  date  any  thing  in  con- 
lirmajtjo^of*  what  has-been  dated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  out  I"  think  it  light  to  (tate  to  ihv  Committee, 
that  the  whp}e  courfe  ot  our  conducl  reded  on  a  thor6ugU 
conviclion  that  the  note  was  deftroyed. 

A  a  3  Mr. 
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tyft Wr-ii^^^E^^aficl  Gen  4&it£*^ftck  We  te$~ 
tfagotrp  tp  tfyp^oneqbiefs  of  t{ic  honourable  4tf$i 
learned  gentleman?****  fta^ement* 

Mr.  Wrn  i  bread  faid  he  was  told  theftory  on  the 
Monday  aftei  Mr*  Adam  bad  become  acquainted 
With  it,  an  J  conikieied  himfelf  as  the  depositary  of 
what  was  afterwards  to  be  communicated  to  the  Cofti- 
HHttee;  tM&onfitlered  it  quite  certain  that  the  note 
was  deftroy&r 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  Mr, 
At>AM  ftat£4?  la ,  |rtfwer  to  a  queftiqn  from  Mr 
B.rani>,  tha^t  the  whole  courfe  ot  their  coud**&  refted 
\tt&  t|jorougl^  coun$;joi|  that  the  note  was^eftroyet** 
u$Kisso0  pmpofedr  readings  the  letter  from 
i34j«QrXipaenes^*depre€atmg^  the  mention  that  had 
been  made  of  his  name  m  ttercourfe  of  the  inquiry. 
The  letter  frfted  that  Major  Ximenes  never  had  any 
mtercourfe  with  Mrs  fClaike,  directly  or  indirectly, 
that  he1  Bad  ferved  ten  years  in  the  army  before  he 
wa&  tirade  a  major ,  that  at  the  tiine  he  was  promoted, 
lie  wa*.  in  America  JJe  intreated  to  be  examined  at 
the  Baron  thefe  points,  and  obiened,  that  his  bio- 
ther  was  in  waiting  to  corroborate  what  he  bad  ad- 
vanced Mr*  Huikiffon  moved,  that  Major  Xim&nes 
be  called  in,  but  the  motion  was  oppo&d,  on  the 
ground  that  any  fuch  n relevant  examination  would 
be  only  wafting  the  time  of  the  Committee. 

It  was  fuggefted  by  another  member, 1  that  the  ex- 
amination ot  th©  major  was  unneceffafy. 

Mr.  Benj  Town,  was  called  1%  and  examined 
by  the  Committee,  as  follows 

Mr.  C.  Adakts    ®  State  to  the  Committee  y^ur  name  > 
A*  Benjamin  To\pn. 

tprefaroe*  then, 4  you  ate  of  the  Jewjfl^rjerfuafion  J 
A*  I 


*  Mr~Ada«i. 


9.  You 
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&.  You  have  ftated  on  a  former  occafion,  that  in  your 
tranfaaions  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  Ihe  told  you  fhe  could  forge 
the  Duke  of  York's  name;  are  you  aware  that  thaffwdfd  is 
applicable  only  to  fraudulent  tranfactions  ? 

A.  That  I  cannot  fay. 

Did  you  ufe  it  in  that  ienfe  }^A»  No,  I  di&tatv 
Did  you,  then,  when  you  mentioned  the  word  fcrn^e* 
only  mean  the  word  imitate  ?  '  * 

A.  Thofe  were  her  words,  that  fhe  could  forge  the  Pqkefs 
name,  and  me  has  done  it,  and  fhe  (hewed  it  me  immediately 
on  a  piece  of  paper. 

fi.  Did  you  underfiand^that  word  forge  to  meanimftat$? 

A*  Thofe  were  the  words  that  fhe  expreffed. 

Had  you,  before  you  gave  your  evidence  hefe*  tftfa 
former  oCcafion,  read  in  the  newfpaper  that  part  of  Jjfih. 
Clarke's  evidence,  wherein  fhe  fpoke  of  you  as  a  Jew$  and 
faid,  perhaps  you  might  have  ftolen  a  letter  or  two  from  her? 

A.  I  never  faw  the  paper,  nor  never  heard  of  it. 

Did  you  fay  that  Mrs.  Clarke  bad  forged  the  Duke's 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  She  faid  fhe  could,  and  (he  has  done  it ;  that  fKe  has 
Forged  the  Duke's  name,  and  fhe  fhe  wed  it  me  on  a  piece  <?f 

paper, 

®.  What  is  your  name  ? — A%  Benjamin  Town. 

Lot  d  Folkfame.    <£.  How  long  have  you  had  that  nanW? 

A.  My 'father's  name  is  Town. 

Does  your  father  go  by  the  name  of  Town  ? — A*  Yes. 

How  long  has  he  gone  by  the  nnme  of*  Town? 
v^That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Have  you  never  known  him  by  any  other  ? — >A%  Nd# 

Recollect  yourfelf  ?— A,  No,  I  have  not. 
g.  What  is  your  father? — 4,  He  is  a  Jew. 
S.  What  is  his  trade  ? 

A,  He  is  an  artifl,  he  teaches  velvet*  painting* 
f  *  £.  How  long  has  he  taught  velvet- pat  racing  J 
A.  Many  years. 

£L  Dp  you  rqmember  your  father  carrying. on  any  other* 
trade  but  that  of  velvet-painting?  ' 

4.  That  I  do  not  know,  he  might ;  ladies  have  now  and 
then,  1  fuppoTe,*  alkedhim  to  recommend  fome  jewellery  tb 
them,  and  I  think  he  has  Tent  different  jewelleries  to  the 
ladies, 

A  a  %  £  Bifd 
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£?.  Did  you  ever  know  him  go  by  the  name  of  Lyons «? 
A.  No,  never, 

^  I  underftood  you  to  fay,  that  Mrs.  Clarke,  told  you 
(he  could  forge  the  Duke  of  York's,  hand,  and  that  (he 
actually  forged  his  hand  in  your  prefence  ? 

/L  She  faid  that  (he  could,  and  fhe  has  done  it,  and  (he 
fhewed  it  me  on  a  piece  of  paper,  and  I  could  not  tell  the  dif- 
ference between  the  two. 

How  could  you  tell  it  was  the  Duke  of  York's 
Band- writing. — A.  I  did  not  know  only  as  (he  told  me. 

Sir*  T,  'Tut ton,    2.  What  do  you  mean  by  forging  ? 

A»  I  do  not  know  ;  thofe  were  her  words ;  I  only  tell  you 
what  fhe  told  me. 

Mr.  Wardle,  £?.  Did  you  appear  as  a  witnefs  at  the 
Seffions  at  Clerkenwell  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did  ;  it  is  a  confiderable  time  back. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  Alley,  a  barrifter,  and  recollect  any 
fuch  bamfter  at  thofe  feffions  ? 

//,  Yes;  he  was,  I  believe,  Mr.  Smith's  counfel. 

State  vhether  any  thing  particular  happened  at  that 
feffions  with  regard  to  your  evidence? 

A.  I  do  not  lecollect. 

Endeavour  to  recollect  whether  Mr.  Alley  in  that  court, 
#fed  any  ftrong  exprelfions  to  you  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  ;  he  faid  that  I  was  a  Jew,  and 
that  all  the  Tews  ought  to  be  puniflied,  or  fomething  of  that 
kind ;  he  made  ufe  of  fome  language  which  1  cannot  re- 
collect *  ,<  ^ 

Is  any  indictment  now  hanging  over  your  head  for 
perjury  ?  [The  witnefs  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  objected  to 
this  queftion.  How  could  it  affect  the  credit  of  this 
witnefs  that  there  was  a  proceeding  mftituted  againft 
another  perfon  ? 

The  member  who  had  before  fpoken  on  this  fub- 
jeet)  ibll  believed  the  witnefs  was  implicated  from 
ins  great  hefitation. 

[The  witnefs  was  again  called  in,  and  the  queftion 
was  propofed.] 

d.  No* 
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J.  £Jo. 

Do  you4know  of  any  proceedings  ? 
A.  I  know  there  is  a  proceeding,  but  I  do  nqtt  know  upon 
What  grounds ;  it  it  is  not  againft  me ;  it  is  not  .belonging 
to  me. 

[The  witnefs  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

[The  witnefs  was  again  called  in.] 

Are  you  fure  that  yos  are  in  no  way  connected  with 
that  proceeding  ? 

A*  1  do  not  know  whether  it  is  my  filler  or  brother;  I 
cannot  tell  which. 

{?.  Are  you  fure  you  are  no  way  implicated  in  or  con- 
nected with  that  proceeding  ? — A  No,  lam  not. 

^  What  is  the  proceeding,  and  againft  whom  ? 

A.  \t  is  fo  long  fince,  I  cannot  tell ;  there  have  been  fo 
many,  and  Mu  Smith  ha-?  loft  them  all,  that  I  cannot  recol- 
lect what  he  is  doing,  or  what  he  intends  doing. 

[The  witnefs  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

William  Adam  Efquire,  made  the  following 
flatemcnt  in  Ins  place  :  „ 

.*'* 

In  my  examination  this  evening,  I  have  been  afked 
•whether  his  Royal  Highnefs  ftated  to  me,  that  he  had  not 
correfponded  with  Mrs.^Clarke  upon  military  matters;  in 
anfwer 'to  which  I  faid,  that  his  Royal  Highnefs  did  not  re- 
collect ever  having  correfponded  with  her  upon  military  mat- 
ters ;  or,  if  he  had,  very  rarely.  The  latter  part  of  thatanfwer 
is  erroneous,  and  without  that  addition,  of  «  very  rarely," 
the  anfwer  is  correct. 

£).  Did  the  Duke  of  York  (late  to  you,  that  he  did  not 
recollect  ever  having  written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  about  any  mili* 
tary  bufinefb  whatever  ? 

A  The  Duke  of  York  certainly  ftated  to  me,  that  he 
did  not  recollect  to  have  written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  any 
military  matters  whatever.  He  afterwards  faid,  that  if  he 
had  ever  written  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  any  military  matters 
whatever,  it  mult  have  been  merely  in  anfwer  to  Tome  ques- 
tion 


tl'on  put  in  forae  letter  ofher's  5  and  hk  Royal  HSgJwMaid 
e&prefsly,that  when  (he.once  ftated  fojpething  to  hirn  early 
in  their  acquaintance,  refpeding  a  promotion  in  thearmyvfte 
faid,  that  was  bufmefs  he  could  not  lifted o,  .and  he  never  beard 
any  thing  more  of  it  afterwards. 

John  Messenger  wa£  called  irr,  and  examine^  by 
the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

Mr.  Hujkiffon.    ^  What  is  your  fituation  in-  life  ? 

if.  I  live  with  Mr.  Parker. 
-  & 'What  is  he  }—A.  A  goktfmith. 

£>.  Does  he  receive  goods  in  pledge  ? — A,  He  <dd&s» 
He  is  a  Pawnbroker  ? — A.  He  is. 

Lord  Folk/tone.  ^  Did  Mrs,  Clarke  ever  pledge  any 
goods  with  Mr.  Parker         Yes,  (he  did. 

Q.  Did  Mrs  Clarke  ever  apply  to  Mr.  Parker  to  difeount 
any  bills  ? — A.  Yes,  (he  did. 

s£.  Among  the  bills  fo  difcounted,  were  there  any  drawn 
hy  Mr.  Dowler  upon  Mrs.  Farquhar  ? 

A*  Yes,  there  was  one. 

State  the  date  of  that  bill  and  the  amount? 

A,  'ihe  biRwas  dated  on  the  Ilth  of  June,  1805,  at  two- 
months  after  date. 

jg.  What  did  the  bill  purport  to  be  ? 

A*  For  three  hundred  and  fixty- three  po  inds  drawn  by 
Bowler  and  accepted  by  Farquhar  ? 

jg.  What  is  the  Chriftian  name  of  Dowler  ? 

A*  I  do  not  know. 

j^.  What  is  the  Chriftian  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  1  do  not  know^  Mrs.  Clarke  has  credit  by  bill  of 
Dowler  on  Farquhar. 

g.  Did  Mr.  Parker  difeount  that  bill?— A.  He  did, 

£\  Was  it  paid  when  it  became  due  ? — A.  No,  it  was  not. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Dowler  draw  any  other  bills  ? 

A.  No,  I  believe  not,  not  to  my  kaowkf  ge  3  1  io  not 
|>erceive  any  other  bill  drawn  by  Dowler. 

0.  Is  there  no  other  bill  drawn  by  the  nsrru  V  f  Farquhar  ? 

A.  None  drawn  by  Farquhar;  there  are  others  drawn  by 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  accepted  by  Mrs,  Farquhar, 

g>*  Were  thofe  bills  paid  i 

J.  No 
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&  No,  tiot  the  clay  tliey  were  due^  there  was  one  for 
*me  hundred  poands,  which  we  discounted  f$r  her  on  the 
l$th  July  1805, 

That  was  not  paid  when  due  I  ' 

A.  No;  another  on  the  I9th  of  September*  drawn  by 
Clarke  on  Farquharat  two  months. 
Was  that  paid  when  due  r 

A.  No;  on  the  27th  of  September  we  discounted  another, 
drawn  by  CiaTke  on  Farquhar  the 27th  q£ September,  at  two 
months,  fpr  one  hundred  pounds. 
Was  that  paid  when  due  ? 

A.  No,  I  believe  it  was  not ;  that  is  the  whole  that  w4 
i&ifcoimted.  < 

£.  How  were  thofe  bills  taken  tip  ? 
v  A.  We  received  on  the  19th  of  September  a  <  draft  of  the 
Duke  oi  York's,  dated  on  the  18th  of  January  1806,  for 
four  hundred  pounds,  dated  forwards  three  months  5  it  wag 
due  ori  the  18th  of  February. 

£L  How  were  the  others  taken  up  ? 

A,  On  the  4th  of  December,  we  have  credited  her  with 
a  bill  of  Bell  on  Pritchard,  for  one  hundred  pounds; 
another  drawn  by  $ell  on  Millard,  for  one  hundred  pounds^ 

jg.  Were  any  othess  taken  rjp  by  any  draft  or  check  of  the 
Duke  of  York's." 

//.  We  received  on  the  10th  of  February  1&06,  a  pro- 
mifTory  note,  drawn  by  the  Duke  of  York,  payable  to  Parker, 
dated  on  the  8th  of  February,  at  four  months,  for  two  bxuv 
dred  and  thirty  pounds. 

£K  Had  Mr.  Parker  jewels  or  otner  property  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's,  in  hi»  poiTeflion,  as  a  fecurity  for  thofe  advances  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  "vv;ere  there  any  bills  in  1805  > 
A*  The  one  for  four  hundred  pounds  was  taken  in  1805. 
Does  your  beok  ftate  what  pledge  was  redeemed >by  that 
kill  in  September  1805. 
Alt  was  difcoanted;  no  pledge  was  redeemed  in  September, 
Did  Mrs   Clarke  depofit  any  goods  in  ple4$^*;j$i 
the  year  1805  r — A  That  1 4%nq$r  recoiled. 
igjDoe*  nor  your  book  flare  that  ? — A  Np>. 

{The  wi^nefs  was  directed  £o  withdraw. 

i 

/s  [The  following  entry  was  read  from  the  Gazette  of 
September  4,  1804: 

48tk 
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e<  48th  te^iment  of  foot,  Lieutenant  Wiflfsm  Fry 
French  to  be  Captain,  without  purchase,  vice  Colcruhotvn^ 
promoted  in  the  14th  Battalion  of  keserve  " 

[The  following  entry  was  read  from  the  Gazette  of 
the  6th  of  O&ober,  1 804 :] 

"  25th  regiment  of  foot,  Ensign  Henry  Ciottv, 
fiom  the  48th  foot,  to  be  Lieutenant  without  purchu.se* 

Mife  Taylor  was  called,  but  was  not  in  attendance. 

Mr.  Beresford  wifhed  to  afk  fome  queftions  ic- 
fpe&ing  the  poft  marks  of  the  correfpondence  On  the 
table;  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  un- 
dertook that  they  mould  all  beprinted  with  the  letters. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then  faid 
that  there  were  twowitneffesneceffary  to  be  examined 
again ;  Mrs.  Clarke,  for  the  purpofe  of  giving  evidence 
as  to  all  her  correfpondence  with  the  Duke  of  York,  to 
the  time  of  her  feparation  from  him ;  but  as  (he  would 
not  be  likely  to  be  in  readinefs  for  attendance  for  a 
day  or  two,  he  thought  the  Committee  had  better  ad* 
journ  till  Wednefday. 

[The Chairman  was  direfited  to  report  progrefs,  and 
a(k  leave  to  lit  again.] 

Mr.  Williams  Wynne  faid  that  as  foon  as  the 
names  on  the  lift  were  difpofed  of,  he  ftiould  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  bringing  forward  the  prevarica- 
tion of  General  Ciavenng. 

Captain  Saiidon  was  ordered  to  be  remanded  to 
Newgate. 

Adjourned  at  three  o'clock* 

On  Wednesday  the  22nd.  of  February 

General  Loftus  moved,  that  Mr.  Frederick  Smith 
att"  1  on  the  Committee  to  whom  it  was  referred 
fo  cuifider  the  coaduft  of  the  Duke  of  York. — Or- 
dered 

It  was  alfo  ordered,  that  Mrs.  Jacobs  do  attend  the 
faid  Con  uilt  tec. 

On 
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On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wardle  the  Houfe  then 
went  into  a  Committee  on  the  conduct  ®£  his  Kojal 
Hi&hnefs  the  Commander  in  Chief. 

;       [Mr.  Wharton  in  the  Chair.] 

The  Serjeant  being  ordered  to  call  in  Mrs,  Mary 
Ann  Clarke,  reported  that  fhe  was  not  in  at- 
tendance. 

Lord  Milton  moved  that  Colonel  Hamilton  be 
called  in. 

Colonel  Digby  Hamilton  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  as  follows  : 

Lord  Milton.  When  did  you  firft  know  Captain  San« 
don  was  in  poffeffion  of  that  note,  which  is  now  in  the  pof* 
feflion  of  the  Houfe  ? 

A.  He  informed  me  fo  at  Portfmbuth,  the  day  that  he  ar- 
rived. 

^  Was  that  before  or  after  the  commencement  of  the  in- 
quiry in  this  Houfe  ? 

A.  It  was  after  the  inquiry  commenced. 

When  did  you  firft  ^communicate  this  intelligence,  and 
to  whom  did  you  communicate  it  ? 

A.  The  communication  was  made  to  me  pn  Wednefday, 
and  on  the  Saturday  following  I  communicated  it  to  Mr* 
Adam. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you,  that  he  confidered  this 
note  of  great  importance  to  the  prefent  inquiry  ? 

A,  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did. 

Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you,  that  he  believed  this  note 
was  forged  ?,  * 

A.  Certainly  not;  no  converfation  of  the  fort  took  place 
between  Captain  Sandon  aqd  my  {elf. 

<£.  When  you  firft  faw  the  note,  did  you  believe  that  it 
was  forged  or  genuine  ? 

J.  In  my  opinion,  I  thought  it  to  be  the  hand  writing  of 
the  Duke  of  York,  and  therefore  I  did  not  conceive  it  to  be 
forged. 

Q,  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke 
of  York  ? 

,  4  I  have  never  feen  his  Royal  Highnefs  write ;  I  have 
kad  occafion  to  fee  Letters,  which  I  was  led  to  believe  were 
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hU  Royal  Hlghnefs's  writing ;  and  I  hare  alfo  feen  hi*  fig* 
nature  to  public  documents. 

Did  you  defire  Captain  Sanson  not  to  deftroy  this 
note  ? 

J,  Repeatedly^  and  laid  the  ftrongeft  injunctions  upon  him 
to  that  effe<^. 

^  When  you  communicated  this  intelligence  to  Mff 
Adam,  you  believed  that  th=e  note  was  in  exigence  f 

A-  Judging  from  what  Captain  Sandon  had  promifed  me» 
when  1  few  him  at  Portfmouth,  I  took  for  granted  that  he 
ha,d  not  deftroyed  the  note ;  I  had  no  communication 
with  him  after  I  faw  htm  on  the  bulinefs  till  1  met  him 
on  the  morning  of  my  feeing  Mr.  Adam,  which  was 
fobfequent  to  my  mentioning  the  occurrence  to  Mr.  Adam. 

^  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you,  that  he  thought  it  would 
be  beft  to  deftroy  the  note  ? — A*  No. 

Mr.  Wilfott.  Did  Captain  Sandon  communicate  to 
you  any  thing  of  his  motives  for  wiming  to  deftroy  the 
note  ? 

A.  I  had  no  intimation  whatever  from  Captain  Sandon 
©f  fuch-  an  intention;  I  . only  knew,  or  believed,  the 
note  to  be  deflroyed*  upon  his  informing  me  that  he  had 
done  fo. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Was  the  occafion  of  Cap- 
tain Sandon*s  ftating  to  you  that  he  had  deftroyed  the 
note,  on  your  returning  from  Mr.  Adam  and  myfeif  with 
a  direction  to  him  not  to  deltroy  it  ? 

A,  It  perhaps  would  be  more  fatisfadory  to  the  Houfe, 
if  I  were  to  date  the  reafons  which  led  to  Captain  Sandon*s 
making  that  declaration  to  me:  After  I  had  feen  Mr.  Adam, 
I  made  an  appointment  with  Captain  Sandon  to  meet  me  at 
the  Britifh  Coffee  houfe  at  two  o'clock  on  the  fame  day: 
previous  to  going  to  the  Britifh  Coffee-houfe,  I  had  the 
fconour  of  an  interview  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer; I  was  defired  to  repeat  what  I  had  pievioufly  ftated 
to  Captain  Sandon,  the  necefifty  of  his  preferving  all  the 
papers,  and  that  helhouid  confr himfelf  ftri&Iy  to  the  truth 
in  his  examination  before  this  \  or.oorable  Houfe.  When  I 
went  to  the  Britifh  Coflsee-houfe;  there  were  feverai  perfons 
in  the  room,  and  I  did  not  cor  v  vo  that  a  proper  place  to* 
talk  upon  fuch  a  fubjeel  j  I  him  to  accompany  me, 
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as  I  was  going  towards  the  city :  In  going  towards  Temple- 
fear,  he  faid,  Colonel,  I  am  {orvy  that  I  hare  not  complied 
with  the  whole  of  your  injunctions,  fori  have  dditoyed 
the  note.  I  told  him  that  he  had  done  extremely  wrong; 
that  it  would  be  of  ferious  confequence,  and  th^t  it  muifc 
be  his  own  affair.  I  had  no  intercourfe  whatever  with  Cap- 
tain Sandon  from  that  period  till  the  day  of  his  commitment 
by  this  nondurable  Houfe;  he  came  to  call  upon  me  on  the 
morning  of  that  day;  I  met  him  after  t  left  my  lodging  in 
Oxford  ftreet;  he  mentioned,  that  he  came  to  explain  to 
*ne  that  he  had  not  deftroyed  the  note,  but  that  lie  did  not 
nteaa  to  produce  it*  I  told  him  he  would  do  extremely 
wrong,  and  that  I  could  only  repeat  the  injunctions  I  had 
fotmerly  given Jum,  and  that  I  did  not  mean  to  difcufs  the 
fubjeft  further,  After  fome  converfation  as  to  regimental 
bufmef^,  wc  parted,  Captain  Sandon  dated,  that  the  pa- 
pers were  his  own,  and  that  he  thought  he  had  a  right  to 
do  w  hate  vet  he  thought  proper  with  them. 

Mr*  did.  Combe,  g.  Did  Captain  Sandon  tell  you  why 
lie  did  not  mean  to  produce  the  papers? 

A.  No,  he  did  not  affign  any  reafon  whatever. 

In  the  iirft  converfation  you  had  with  Captain  Sandon, 
©r  at  a  future  converfation  when  he  produced  the  note,  did 
he  fay  they  had  forgotten  this  ? 

A*  It  is  itnpoffible  for  me  to  recollect  at  what  period  he 
mentioned  to  me  that  he  did  not  confine  his  obfervations  to 
the  note,  but  he  faid,  he  believed  the  party  who  brought 
forward  the  Inquiry  were  no:  aware  that  fuch  papers  were 
in  his  poflefhon. 

Mr. Thompfon.  £>.  In  your  firft  converfation  with  Cap- 
tain Sandon  upon  this  fubjcc~t,  did  Captain  Sandon  promife 
that  he  would  preferve  the  note ;  upon  the  fecond  interview* 
did  he  not  tell  you  that  he  had  deftroyed  the  note;  and  upon 
a  fubfequent  interview,  did  he  not  tell  you  that  it  was  not 
4eltroyed  ? 

A,  No,  that  is  not  the  order  of  things.  Captain  Sandon 
proffiifed  me  that  he  would  follow  the'whok  of  my  injunc- 
tions; Idid  not  lay  any  particular  ftrefs  upon  that  note,  or 
any  note,  but  told  him  to  preferve  all  the  papers,  to  fpeak 
the  truth,  and  not  to  prevaricate;  it  was  a  general  injunc- 
tion, but  nothing  fpecitic.  With  refpecl  to  the  note,  that 
was  the  firft  convetfation;  the  fecond  converfation  was  of 

No.  XXIV.    V.  2*  B  b  tht 


(    278  ) 


the  lame  tendency ;  it  was  at  the  third  interview*  after  we 
left  the  Britifh  CofFee-houfe^he  informed  me  that  he  had 
destroyed  the  note* 

'  4J.  And  upon  the  fourth,  he  informed  you  it  was  ftill  ia 
his  paffeflion  ? 

A.  More  than  a  week,  probably  a  fortnight,  had  elapfed 
before  he  told  me  the  note  was  in  his  poffeffion,  hecaufe  it 
Was  on  the  Saturday  after  the  interview  with  Mr.  Adam* 
that  I  learned  he  had  deflroysd  the  note,  and  I  expreffed 
furprife  that  he  had  done  fo.  I  did  not  fee  Captain  Sandon, 
except  getting  out  of  a  gentleman's  carriage,  the  day  of  his 
examination,  when  I  had  not  further  converfation  than  my 
expreffing  that  I  hoped  he  had  not  had  any  in tercourfe  either 
with  Mr.  Lowten  or  the  other  party;  but  nothing  palled 
further  on  the  fubject  of  the  papers  till  the  morning  of  the 
<lay  that  he  was  committed. 

A  fortnight  after  Captain  Sandon  had  faid  that  he  had 
^eftroyed  the  note,  he  informed  you  rhat  he  had  not  de- 
ft royed  the  note,  which  was  on  the  day  of  his  examination 
here? — A.  Exactly  fo. 

£).  When  you  copied  the  note,  was  the  note  jn  an  enve- 
lope ;  was  there  any  cover  upon  the  note,  and  if  fo,  did  you 
obfeive  the  hand-writing  of  the  direction  upon  that  cover? 

A.  If  my  recolle&ion  is  correct,  I  believe  that  it  was  notin- 
clofed  in  a  cover ;  the  direction  was  fomething  like  Farquhar, 
Efq.  I  believe  George  Farquhar,  Efq.  and  the  hand-writing 
appeared  to  me  not  to  be  the  fame  with  the  contents  of  the 
note ;  it  was  not  written  with  that  freedom  and  eafe  whicfe 
the  contents  of  the  note  were. 

What  induced  you  to  copy  that  note  particularly  ? 
A*  I  was  de fired  by  Mr,  Adam  to  do  fo, 
Mr,  W*  Wynne.  You  have  mentioned  the  very  proper 
advice  which  you  gave  Captain  Sandon,  to  preferve  care- 
fully  every  paper,  and  not  to  prevaricate  before  this  Houfe, 
but  to  fpeak  nothing  but  the  truth;  were  you  induced  to 
give  that  advice  limply  by  a  conllderation  of  its  general 
propriety,  or  in  confequence  of  any  thing  that  had  pafTed' 
with  Captain  Sandon,  whicl^,  made  you  think  that  advice 
particularly  nsceffary  ? 

A.  I  mould  ftate  to  the  Houfe,  that  I  did  not  cohfider 
the  advice  that  I  gave  to  Captain  Sandon  merely  as  the  ad* 
yke  from  one  individual  to  another;  I  confidered  that  Cap- 
tain 
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teirj  Safedon  catne  to  confult  me,  as  Ins  Colonel,  officially,  on 
the  Ifffe  of  conduct  he  fhould  purfue  5  I  was  not  influ$nce4 
by  any  other  confederations  but  thole  of  duty,  but  I  gave 
him  that  advice  which  1  thpught  every  man  of  honour,  mi& 
every  officer^  ought  to  folio w. 

'  Then  the  Committee  is  to  underftand,  that  nqthing 
had-been  Md  k>j  Captain  Sandon  which  raifed  in  your  mind 
» doubt  whether  Captain  Sandon  might  not  prevaricate  and 
keep  back  certain  papers  ? 

A*  No,  nolt  even  an  infinuatjon  onhjs  part. 

<£.  Upon  what'day  'was  it  that  Captain  Sandon  informed 
you  that  he  had  not  deftroyed  the  paper,  but  had  kept  it 
back  from  this  Houfe  ?— -A  The  day  of  his  commitment. 

What  Heps  did  you-  take  in  confequence  of  that  conv 
munieation^ 

A.  I  thought  h  my  duty  to  inform  Mr.  Adam  and  Mr, 
jLowten  6f  the  cifctkhifejlce,  and  Mr.  Harrifon. 

Did  you  inform  thofe  gentlemen  of  the  circumftande  ? 
Ms  I  did,- 

Q.  At  what  time  on  that  day  did  you  inform  thofe  gen* 
tld&tn  of  it,  and  in  wha-t  manner  ? 

si.  It  was  probably  about  five  o'clock,  it  w&s  when  Mr, 
^dam-einte  to  th$  Houfe  ;  I  niet  Mj%  Harrifon  coroin'g  to. 
the  Houfe,  and  I  went  up  ftairs  to  Mr.  Low  ten ;  th>  com- 
munication was  made  in  the  courfe  of  half  an  hour  t&  thofe 
gentlemen,  and  probably  about  five  o'clock. 

Mr.  Adam  Are  you  quite  certain  that  I  was  pfefent 
&£  the  time  you^made  that  communication  ? 

A  To  the  other  two  gentlemen?  No,  I  fpoke  to  the 
three  gentlemen  feparatejy. 

{?.  Are  you  quite  eeitain  you  made  that  communication 
to  me  i 

t  A.  Upon  my  honour  I  cannot  fpeak  decidedly ;  I  either 
did,  or  thought  I  did,  or  deli  red  Mr  Harrifon  to  mention 
it  to  Mf,  Adam;  I  did  not  attach  any  importance  to  the  cir- 
camftance  at  the  moment,  and  it  ha;  not  attached  itfelf  fo 
to  my  mind  as  to  ftate  it  precifely,  but  if  not,  I  certainly 
defired  Mr.  Harrifon  to  mention  it  to  you. 

9.  From  the  time  that  I  converfed  with  you  at  the  Horfe 
Guards  on  Monday  the  5th  of  February*  have  I  not  avoided 
all  intereourfe  or  communication  with  you  upon  the  fubjeft 
©f  the. proceedings  on  this  Inquiry? 

33  b  2  4.  So 
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Ji.  Sd  tnuch  fo,  that  Mr.  Adam  has  avoided  fpeaking  to 
Bie  Upon  matters  that  did  not  relate  to  it. 

Mr.  C.  Wynne.  Did  you,  defire  Mr  Harrifon  to  com- 
municate this  intelligence  to  any  perfon  ? 

A.  I  have  already  ftated  that  I  defired  him  to  mehtion  it 
to  Mr.  Adam. 

[The  Witnefs  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

la  anfvver  to  a  queftton  from  Mr.  Perceval,  the 
witnefs  faid  that  nothing  was  to  be  done  till  the  faft 
of  the  actual  exifteqce  of  the  note  was  afcertained. 

fThe  Witnefs  was  again  called  in.] 
Lord  Milton.    Q.  You  did  not  communicate  what  yo« 

knew  concerning  this  note  to  Mr.  Wardle  ? 

A.  I  have  not  had  any  intercourfe,  nor  have  I  arty  know* 

ledge  whatever  of  Mr.  Wardle. 

^  Why  fhould  you  communicate  it  to  one  fide  and  not 

to  the  other? 

4.  I  have  had  the  honour  of  knowing  Mr.  Adam  fome 
years,"  and  I  conceived  I  could  not  go  to  a  more  honourable 
man*  nor  to  a  man  on  whofe  judgment  X  had  a  greater  reli- 
ance than  on  Mr,  Adam's. 

Mr.  Hk  Mat  tin.  Yo»  have  ftated,  that  you  were  induced:' 
to  take  ^  copy  of  the  note  in  queftion  by  the  advice  which 
had  been  given  to  yeu  by  Mr.  Adam ;  what  induced  you  to 
make  an  application  to  Mr  Adam  upon  that  fubjedi? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  making  any  particular  application  as 
to  the  note ;  I  flared  the  affair  generally  to  Mr.  Adam,  witjh~. 
out  dwelling  more  upon  the  note  than  any  other  part  of  *th& 
tranfaction. 

Q.  Why  was  there  floating  in  your  mind  any  ideaspf  the, 
neceflity  of  copying  thi>  note? 

A.  It  is  not  a  very  eafy  matter  at  an  interval  of  three 
weeks  to  ftate  the  ideas  that  might  have  occurred  to  my 
mind  at  that  moment;  perhaps  I  attached  more  importance 
tq  that  paper,  becaufe  it  was  the  only  paper  that  was  faid  to 
be  the  hand-writing  of  the  Duke  of  York. 
>  0.  You  muft  have  had  fome  reafons  for  confuting  with 
MrTAdam  refpe&ing  this  paper;  ftate  what  they  were? 

A*  I  can  offer  no  particular  reafons ;  I  can  aflign  no  other 
reafons  than  thofe  I  have  had  r  lx  honour  already  to  offer  to, 
shsHoufe:  my  epinion  of  his  honour,  his  integrity,  and 
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his  public  character  were  fuch,  that  I  thought  I  could  not 
do  a  more  proper  a&  than  to  lay  the  matter  before  him; 

You  have  {rated,  that  previous  to  going  to  the  sBritifh 
Coifee-houfe,  you  had  an  interview  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  at  what  period  was  that  ? 

A.  After  I  returned  to  Mr.  Adam,  and  communicated  to- 
him  that  I  had  feen  the  note,  and  read  a  copy  of  the  note, , 
he  faid,  that  the  moffc  advifable  meafure  was,  for  Mr.  Per-- 
ceval  to  be  informed  of  the  whole  circumftance ;  that' ha 
would  give  me  a  letter,  and  defired  that  I  would  immedi- 
ately go  to  Downing- ft reet,  and  communicate  the  whole  to 
Mr.  Perceval;  which  I  did  immediately,  the  Saturday 
morning,  the  firft  morning  I  was  in  town. 

1^  This  was  previous  to  your  going  the  firft  time*  to  thev 
Britifh  Coffee-houfe  ? — A.  Previous 

Jg.  Did  you  at  any  time  tell  Mr.  Adam,  or  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  note  was  deftroyed ;  and  if" 
fo,  when? 

A.  I  never  had  the  honour  of  having  any  communication* 
either  perfonally  or  in  writing,  with  the  Chancellor  of  th« 
Exchequer  after  the  morning  alluded  to.  With  refpect^  to* 
Me.  Adam,  I  really  cannot  bring  the  thing  home  to  my  re* 
collection,  whether  I  fpoke  to  him  perfonsfly  upon  the  fub% 
}ec\  but  I  certainly  took  meafures  that  he  might  be  informed 
of  iu  by  acquainting  Mr.  Lowten  or  Mr.  Harrifon :  it  is 
impoffible  for  me  to  fay  precifely  how  I  made  the  communi- 
cation ;  it  might  have  been  perfonally. 

Q.  Then  you  never  faw  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
except  prior  to  your  going  the  firfr  time  to  the  Britilh* 
€dffee-houfe  ? 

A.  I  have  feen'  him  accidentally,  but  had  no  kind  of 
communication  with  him  whatever ;  I  have  not  had  any  fort' 
or  kind  of  communication  withfhe  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer fince  the  Saturday  morning  alluded  to 

^  What  induced  you  to  feek  a  communication  with  the* 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  that  ocean* on  ? 

A.  I  conveyed  Mr.  Adam's  letter  to  him,  as  I  have  pre- 
vioufly  ftated;  I  was  defired  by  Mr.  Adam  to  communicate 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  all  that  I  knew. 

Mr.  Adam,  Q,  Do  you  recollect  having  come  frorr* 
Croydon  to  the  Horfe-Guards  on  Stmday  noo#>  the  5th  of 
February  f 

Bb  3  A,  I  re- 
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A,  I  remained  in  town  on  the  Saturday,  and  therefore 
I  did  not  cpme  from  Croydon  oa  the  Sundav,  but  I 
Was  at  thfc  Hori'e-Guards  oa  Sunday  the  3th  of  February  at 
Orie  o'clock, 

Do  you  recollect  having  a  very  fhort  converfation  with 
me  at  the  Horfe  Guards  ? 

A*  I  do  remember  a  few  words  pajfTed  only. 
,   A.  Do  you  remember  on  that  occafion,  bating  to  me  that 
Captain  Sandon  bad  informed  you,  the  day  before,  that  he 
had  deftroyed  the  note  ? — A.  I  do 

♦  LordFolkflone.  2,  When  did  you  firft  hear  of  the  note  in 
queftion  ? 

A.  The  note  was  ftated  to  me  by  Captain  Sandon  to  be  in 
hispoffeffion,  together  with  other  papers,  in  our  firft  conver- 
fation at  Portfmouth 

'  i^State  the  whole  of  what  paffed  between  Captain  Sandon 
t|nd  yon  upon  that  occafion  ? 

A.  I  will  not  undertake  to  ftate  accurately  or  verbatim* 
^hat  paffed  ;  I  will  give  the  purport  of  the  converfation  to 
the  Houfe,  to  the  beft  of  my  recollection.  Captain  Sandon, 
$fter  reporting  his  arrival  from  Plymouth,  where  he  had 
fended  with  hi£  troop,  faid,  Undoubtedly  I  had  read  the- 
newfpapers,  and  nad  feen  hi^  name,  mentioned  as  having  had 
ipmethitig  to  do  with  thefe  tranfaclions ;  that  he  wifhed  to 
Qonfult  me  as  his  Colonel,  what  was  the  line  of  conduct  he 
fhould  purfue,  and  that  to  enable  me  to  judge  of  the  matter, 
he  would  give  me  all  the  information  he  poffeffed;  and  that 
when  he  came  to  town  he  would  allow  me  to  look  at  all  the 
papers  that  were  in  his  cuftody.  He  began  by  ftating,  that 
he  met  with  a  Gentleman  (he  did  not  name  him,  nor  had  I 
any  curiofity  to  know  who  he  might  be)  who  talked  ^o  him 
on  military  matters,  and  who  aiked  him  whether  he  knew 
officers  who  might  have  money,  but  were  withoqt  intereft 
to  get  promotion;  he  faid  undoubtedly  there  might  be  fuch 
perfonsv  in  the  army,  but  at  that  moment  he  could  not  give 
any  names,  but  that  he  would  make  inquiiy  mr  that  he  after- 
wards met  with  a  Mr.  Donovan,  who  had  ferved  in  General 
Tarleton*s  legion  in  the  American  war,  and  had  been 
wounded  there.  Mr.  Donovan  had  been  furgeon  to  the  fup- 
plementerymilitia,  of  which  regiment  he  had  been  Lieutenant 
Colonel;  that  he  understood  Mr.  Donovan  was  endeavour- 
ing  to  negociate  the*  fale  of  cornmiffions*  and  was*  .in.  ihort5, 
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what  is  called  an  army  broker,  and  that  he  eonfidered  him 
a  very  likely  perfon  to  be  able  to  point  out  the  defcription  of 
perfonsl  have  before  dated.  That  fubfequently  to  .that  h§ 
met  with  Colonel  French  at  the  houfe  of  Major  Poole,  who 
is  fiiice  dead,  and  who  lived  in  Sloane-iheet ;  that  upoaf 
alking  Colonel  French  his  motives  for  coming  to  town, 
having  come  from  the  country,  he  faid  that  he  had  come  up 
to  endeavour  to  do  himfelf  fervice  in  the  way  of  recruiting 
the  army.  Captain  Sandon  then  related  to  him  what  I  have 
previoufly  ftated,  that  a  gentleman  had  promifed  him  very^ 
powerful  fnpport,  and  that  they  had  concerted  the  meafurc 
of  railing  a  kvy;  that  he  faw  a  gentleman,  and  the  terms 
were  agreed  upon.  I  do  not  recoiled  the  fpecific  fums,  but 
I  think  five  hundred  pounds  was  to  be  paid  upon  the  meafuie 
being  acceded  to  on  the  part  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  that  this  matter  went  on  lor  fome 
time,  and  that  he  had  not  the  remoteft  idea  through  what 
channel  the  acquiescence  to  the  requeft  had  been  granted  ; 
that  the  application  had  been  regular  and  official,  and  the 
tfftfwers  were  official.  Sometime  after  this  he  had  an  appli- 
cation made  to  him  refpefting  the  promotion  of  Captain 
Tonyii.  Captain  Tonyn  was  to  lodge,  I  believe,  five 
hundred  guineas  on  being  appointed  to  a  Majority.  Cap- 
tain Tonyn  had  been  kept  in  fufpence  fome  time,  and  was 
defirous  to  withdraw  his  fecurity,  I  mould  have  previoufty 
fkted,  that  he  had  lodged  a  fecurity  for  the;  payment  of  that 
fum  ;  that  upon  his  having  made  this  overture  to  withdraw 
this  fecurity,  Captain  Sandon  received  a  note,  which  is  the 
note  in  queftion,  to  fay,  that  the  promotion  mould  not  go 
oft.  '  That  fome  time  after,  upon  Captain  Tonyn  finding  he 
Was  not  likely  to  gain  the  Majority,  he  requeued  that  the 
thing  might  go  on,  and  that  he  would  confent  to  the  fecu- 
rity remaining  where  it  was ;  that  he  then  received  a  fecond 
note,  to  fay  that  the  promotion  would  go  on,  and  mention* 
ing  the  day  it  would  be  gazetted,  and  then  he  ftated  to  me 
that  both  notes  were  in  his  poffeffion  ;  but  it  is  neceffary  I 
ftiould  addi  that  Captain  Sandon  fully  explained  to  me  at 
the  moment,  that  the  whole  party  had  been  deceived;  that 
they  had  been  led  to  believe  that  there  was  a  certain  influ- 
ence by  which  thofe  objects  were  to  be  accomplished, 
which,  ultimately,  they  found  did  not  exifl>  and>  that  it 
was  hot  uatil  confiderable  fums  of  money  had  been  paid  by 
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him  fehroBgli  ths  medium  of  another  perfon,  that  he  under- 
fiood  that  influence  was  to  be  procured  through  the  medium 
«>f  Mrs.  Clarke.  ;  .  * 

[The  witnefe  was  directed  to  withdraw 

Lord  Fglketone,  here  addrefled  the  Chairman, 
md  laid  that  he  bad  juft  received  an  intimation  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  was  arrived,  for  the  purpofe  of  at* 
tending  the  Committee,  and  as  me  had  been  greatly 
indifpofed,  he  hoped  the  Comnuttee  would  have  no 
objection  to  examine  her  immediately,  that  fhemight 
be  detained  as  fliort  a  time  as  poffible. 

The  Chancellor  of  tl)e  Exchequer  faid,  that 
as^a  witudfs  was  under  examination '  it  would  be 
irregular  to  do  it;  but  in  confederation  of  Mrs; 
Clarke's  indifpofnion,  he  fhould  not  make  any  ob- 
jection to  it. 

Sir  T»  Turton  thought  there  was  great  irregu-I 
Jarity  in  it?  and  that  the  examination  of  the  wit- 
nefs  who  had  juft  left  the  bar  mould  be  proceeded 
with.  - 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  replied,  Ihat 
he  bad  acknowledged  there  was  an  irregularity  in  the 
proceeding,  but  under  the  circumftances  of  the  cafe 
he  thought  that  Mrs.  Clarke  fhcmld  be  examined  im- 
mediately. 

A  chair  was  ordered  for  Mrs.  Clarke,  inconfequence 
of  her  indifgofition,  and  fhe  was  ordered  to  come  to 
the  bar.  v 

Mrs.  Mary  Anne  Clark£  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Have  yoa  brought  with 
with  you  the  two  laft  notes  you  received  from  his  Royal 
Highnefs  > 

K  A.  What  were  mentioned  in  thefummons  did  not  purport 
to  be  the  laft  notes*  His  Royal  Highnefs  did  not  ccafe  cor- 
refporidingwith  me  afttr  we  pax ted» 
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Q.  The  notes.,  supposed  to  be  the  last,  were  that  which 
first  notified  to  you  his  Royal  Highnesses  intention  of 
separating  from  you,  and  the  note  he  wrote  immediately* 
afterwards  i 

A*  Does  his  Royal  Highness  state  those  to  be  the  last 
notes  that  he  sent  to  me  ? — I  never  h(  ard  of  any  others. 
— I  hare  had  many  ;  more  than  fifty  from  him  since 
that^ 

Q.  Look  at  that  paper,  and  state  whether  yon  recol- 
lect receiving  a  note  to  that  effect  from  his  Royal  High- 
ness (the  copy  of  a  note  behxg  shewn  to  Mrs*  Clarke)* 

A.  May  I  read  this  ? 

Certainly  (Mrs  Clarke  read  the  note)* 

A*  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  about  it ;  it  is  very  pos- 
sible I  might  have  received  such  a  letter,  and  very'  pos- 
sibly not.  I  have  been  looking  over  all  those  letters  I 
have,  for  those  he  sent  me  on  that  day,  and  cannot  rlird 
them.  I  know  he  wrote  one  himself,  and  the  other  Mr. 
Greenwood  wrote  on  that  day,  but  which  the  Duke  co- 
pied out,  and  sent  to  me* 

Q*  Was  the  letter  that  you  did  receive  in  Mr.  Green- 
wood's hand-writing  in  the  same  hand-wiiting  as 
that  ? 

A*  It  is  so  long  ago  I  cannot  recollect,  but  it  was  the 
longest  letter  that  Mr.  Greenwood  wrote ;  it  was  a  short 
note  I  had  m  the  morning,  and  the  longest  I  received 
in  the  evening;  it  was  wiitlen  by  Mr.  Greenwood  ;  hi& 
Royal  Highness  copied  it,  and  sent  it  instead  of  coming 
to  dinner.  The  letter  I  received  was  not  in  Mr.  Green- 
wood's hand-writing,  but  1  was  told  Mr.  Greenwood 
wrote  it,  and  his  Royal  Highness  copied  it  and  sent  it 
to  me  ;  they  were  dining  together. 

Qi  You  were  told  Mr.  Greenwood  wrote  it  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  By  whom  were  you  told  ? 

A.  His  Royal  Highnes^s  servant  told,  it  to  my  ser- 
i&nts. 1  I  waited  dinner  for  his  Royal  Highness  after  I 
had  been  Mr.  Adam  till  ten  o'clock,  and  sent  down  se~ . 
Y&tal  tieies  to  Portman-squate  to  know  whether  he  dined 
witkune  or  not they  said,  they  fancied  he  dined  witE 
me,  as  he  had  ordered  no  dinueiv  Detween  eight  o$ 
mii£  oarlock*  Mi\  Greenwood  made  his  appcaiance  in 
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Port man~s'cprare,  and  they  sat  down  to  dinner,  and  after 
«$tnuer  *Mv,  Greenwood  wrote  that  letter,  and  His  Royal 
Highness  copied  it,  as  I  understood.  I  have  mentioned 
it  in  several  of  my  letters,  since  to  His  Royal  Highness^ 
I  'burnt  the  letter.  I  saw  His  Royal  Highness  after- 
wards in  his  own  house  that  same  night,  but  he  ran  away 
from  me,  after  Mr,  Greenwood  had  left  him. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  recollected  that  you  have  burnt 
that  letter? 

-A*  Not  till  just  now.  I  have  burnt  many  of  His  Royal 
Hrgh&egs's  tetters,  and  lobt  many  of  his  lave-letters ;  thos# 
are  the  only  letters  that  remain. 

How  long  do  you  recolteet  that  you  have  burnt 
that  letter  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  how  long,  I  have  recollected  k ;  I 
"feahrfe  many  of  his  love-letters  by  me;  and  when  Colonel 
M'Mahon  mentions  that  I  had  many  letters  in  my  pos- 
session that  would  make  much  mischief  between, His, 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  and  tht  Prince  of 
Wales,  I  have  none,  nor  never  mentioned  that  to  him. 

Q*  How  long  have  you  recollected  that  you  burned 
that  letter?^  *  *  ' 

A>  I  canoot  tell;  I  was  not  certain  that  I  had  bumtlfc 
tilt  I  Lad  looked  over  my  papers.  I  never  kept  anything 
that  &'<i£  unpleasant. 

Did  you  ever  know  Mrs.  Favery  by  any  other  name 
tlixtt  of  Favery  ? 

A*  I  havcrlearned  a  great  deal  since  last  night. 

Q*  Were  you  ever  acquainted  with  her  when  she  went 
ittidW  any  oiher  name  than  that  of  Favery? 

?A.  No  $  but  1  have  heard  that  she  lias  made  use  of  my 
name,  and  more  especially  since  last  night,  which  has- 
made  me  very  unhappy  indeed,  and  I  am  afraid  Mrs. 
Favery  will  be  found  to  have  told  a  great  many,  stories* 
I  did  not  know  that  Mr.  Ellis  was  a  peison  that  she  lived 
with  till  she  told  me  -after  she  got  home,  and  I  told  her 
yesterday,  it  would  be  better  to  go  to  Mr*  Ellis  and  tell 
him  what  she  had  cloue,  and  then  come  forward  to  thet 
House,  asking  his  lea\e,  and  undeceive  them  as  to  what 
she  had  said.  A  clay  or  two  after  she  had  been  examined 
at  the  House*  hhe  told  me  he  was  not  a  carpenter,  but 
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tlmt  he  was  a  clergyman,  and  that  she  was  afraid  of 
bringing  forward  his  name. 
Qt  It  was  not  the  same  day? 

A.  No;  I  had  no  opportunity  of  speaking  to  her  the 
same  day. 

Q.  How  many  days  after  having  heard  that  she  had 
made  this  misrepresentation  of  Mr.  Ellis,  did  you  debire 
her  to  go  and  inform  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A*  She  *did  not  tell  me  what  he  was  till  yesterday 
morning;  I  then  told  her  to  get  a  hackney-roach  and  go 
down  and  ask  the  gentleman  leave  to  speak  the  truth, 
and  when  she  came  back  last  night,  she  told  me  she  had 
been  married,  which  I  do  not  believe;  I  had  heaid  of  it 
before,  but  did  not  then  believe  it,  and  I  parted  wkh  her 
in  consequence  at  Gloucester-place,  after  telling  His* 
Royal  Highness  of  it. 

It  was  not  till  yesteiday  she  told  you  that  she  had 
misrepresented  Mr.  Ellib's  situation  in  life? 

A,  INo,  it  was  not. 

Q.  What  did  she  tell  you,  at  first,  with  respect  to  her 
evidence? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  she  told  me  any  thing  about 
it;  I  spoke  to  her  some  tune  afterwards,  and  asked  her 
how  she  could  tell  stones  about  my  having  no  company, 
for  I  was  in  the  habit  of  having  very  large  paities  every 
day  the  Duke  dined  out;  and  about  having  three  cooks; 
I  never  had  three  cooks,  as  I  stated  before,  J  only  had  a 
cook  and  his  attendant. 

Q.  When  did  Mrs*  Favery  first  live  with  you  ? 

A.  Soon  after  I  was  married,  but  she  has  been  in  twenty 
places  ^ince. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Mrs.  Favery  a  character  to  Mr.  El- 
lis? 

A.  Either  me  or  my  sister  did ;  or  some  one  in  the 
house,  1  do  not  recollect  which  ;  we  came  to  town  for  the 
purpose,  some  one  did. 

Q.  Were  )ou  m  the  habit  of  any  intimacy  with  Mrs. 
Favery  at  the  time  she  lived  with  Mr.  Elh<*. — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  call  upon  her  at  Mr.  Ellis's? 

A,  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever  did ;  I  called  to  fetch 
her  away  once  when  I  wanted  her,  I  believe  a  hackney- 
coachman  fetched  her  and  a  young  lady. 

Q.  Did 


(    233  ) 

,  Q»  "Did  you  turn  her  away  in  Gloueester-phir^  ou  ac- 
count of  her  having  been  married? — A.  Yes,  1  did. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  turn  her  away  In  consequence  of 
<  having  heard  that  she  had  been  married  ? 

A*  Because  I  heard  the  man  was  a  thief,  and  I  had 
lost  some  soup  plates,  and  they  thought  that  he  had 
stolen  them;  he  was  a  man  of  veiy  bad  character,  and  f 
heard  there  were  a  gi eat  many  stones;  and  the  Duke 
said  it  was  better  that  she  should  go,  and  proper. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  after  you  turned  her  away  that  you 
took  her  into  your  seivice  again  ? 

//.  A  year  and  a  half  full,  I  did  not  take  her  again  till 
I  wanted  her  very  much. 

Q.  Has  she  only  lived  with  you  once  since  ? 

d*  No,  only  once  i»ince  this  time. 

Q.  Flow  long  has  she  lived  with  you  now  ? 

A*  Yes,  I  belie\e  that  Mrs.  Nicholls  and  she  had  £ 
fight  at  Maiupstead,  and  I  parted  with  her  then,  I  did 
not  lecollect  that :  and  I  found  Mis.  Nicholls  was  just  as 
bad  as  Mrs.  Favery,  and  1  took  her  afterwards;  1  found 
that  there  was  no  difference  between  the  two,  and  Mrs*. 
Favery  is  ueeessary  to  me;  she  knows  all  my  affans,  and 
I  he] ane  she  keeps  my  secrets;  I  have  believed  so  till 
now,  bur  now  I  am  afraid  not. 

Q.  How  orten,  m  the  whole,  has  Mis.  Favery  been  in 
your  service  ? 

A.  Indeed  I  cannot  tell,  a  great  many  times  hack- 
wards  and  forwards,  because  I  had  given  hei  svveial 
characters;  I  never  found  her  dishonest,  and  I  have  al- 
ways given  her  a  character  to  that  erfeet ,  she  med  eight 
or  nine  months  m  a  family  where  she  cooked  for  sixteen 
or  seventeen,  and  they  gave  her  a  veiy  trood  character 
back  into  another  family. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Favery  tell  you  the  name  .of  her  hus- 
band ? 

A-  O  yes,  I  have  heard  of  the  man  a  hundred  times : 
and  have  seen  his  wife,  he  is  a  married  man*  1  saw  his 
wife  once  when  His  Royal  Highness  was  there;  a  very 
vulgar  woman  came  one  dav  when  I  was  at  dinner,  and 
said  that  I  encouraged  mv  maid  senant  m  seducing  a 
married  man,  and  that  she  was  his  real  wife;  I  tohA  her 
the  woman  was  not  in  the  house,  that  she  had  been  dis- 
charged. 
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charged,  wbkh  was  the  truth;  and  His  Royal  Highnesg 
ordered  the  servants  to  take  her  to  some  prison,  which 
tliev  did,  and  she  was  there  two  or  three  days  for  her  bad 
behaviour. 

-  -Q*  You  are  sure  you  only  went  to  Mrs.  Favery  once 
When  she  lived  with  Mr.  Ellis.— A.  Yes. 
^  Q»  And  that  wa*>  m  a  hat,kney~coach  you  are  sure  ? 
Jii  Yes,  I  am* 

* 

[On  the  mation  of  Mr.  C.  Adams,  the  following 
Question  and  Answer,  in  page  108  of  the  Minutes, 
. being  read  to  the  witness :]  *  ' 

i4  Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  a  list  of  natnes  for 
*e  projnoUon  from  any  other  person,  than  Captain 
bt  Huxley*  Sandjon  and  $lr.  Donovan? 

ii  A*  Lnev<y  received  suc&  a  long  Ifst  from  arjy 

one,;aor*such  a  lUt;  I  never  received  more  than 
**  two  or,  throe  names ;  this  I  had  for  two  or  three. 
-**  days  ;  it  was  pinned  up  at  the  head  of  my  bed, 

and  His  Royal  Highness  took  it  down*" 

Mr.  C;  Adams*    Q.  Do  you  abide  by  that  account? 

A,  Yes,  I  do ;  I  never  attended  to  any  other;  I  do  not 
know  what  others  may  have  been  given  me. 

Q.  Ho'w  long  was  that  list  so  pinned  up? 
,  A*  The  second  morning  His  Roval -Highness  took  it 
down,  drew  up  the  curtavn  and  read  it;  and  afterwards  I 
saw  it  when  he  was  pulling  out  his  pocket-book  some 
tune  afterwards,  wl*en  one  or  two  promotions  had  taken 
place,  with  his  pen  scratched  through  those  names  when 
he  took  out  his  pocket-book  to  look  at  some  other  pa- 
pers. I  only  made  this  remark,  as  I  have  heard  a  gen- 
tleman on  my  right  hand  say,  that  I  had  picked  his 
pocket.  > 

Q.  Did  this  list  remain  up  one  whole  day,  or  was  it 
taken  down  the  next  morning  ? 

A*  No,  iMfemmned  there,  I  believe. 

Q.  Was  this  list  seen  by  any  other  person  besides  your- 
self -a&d  His  'Royal*  Highness  ? 

A.  I  supp&se  th«e  maids  that  made  the  bed  ;'  but  pet- 
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tops- they  eoul<!  not  read,  or  did  not  understand  it ;  i  d@ 
not  know. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  f  Jis  Royal  Highness  read  it  ? 

A*  I  am  quite  sure,  be  read  it  in  my  presence,  d!*ew 
*np  the  curtain,  and  afterwards  came  to  me  and  made 
<the  remark,  that  he  would  do  every  one  by  degrees,  or 
make  them,  or  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mrs.  Favery  ever  saw  this  paper  ? 

A*  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know ,  if  she  did,  she  knew  no- 
thing  about  it. 

Attorney  GtneraL  Q*  Did  you  ever  live  with  Mr* 
Ogilvy  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  lived  with  any  man  but  the  Duke  of 
York. 

Q.  'Did  Mr.  Ogilvy  ever  live  with  you  ? 

'A.  No,  never;  General  Ckivering  called  on  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Ogilvy  a  few  days  ago,  and  asked  him  whether 
would  eorae  down  here  and  speak  against  my  character  ; 
•that  he  was  instigated  to  ask  him  bv  Mr.  Lowtert. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Ogilvy? 

A»  Very  well,  both  of  .them. 

Q.  How  long  ago  have  you  been  acquainted  with  Mr, 
Og^vy  ? — A.  I  cannot  recollect. 
Q.  About  how  many  years? 
A.  I  cannot  recollect  at  alL 
Q.  Two  yeais  ? — A*  Yes,  certainly  two  years. 
Q.  Four  years  }-?~A.  I  do  not  know ;  yesrfour  years* 

Six  years  ?« — A.  No. 
Q.  Have  you  not  known  Mr.  Ogilvy  six  years  I 

Q.  You  did  not  know  him  six  years  ago? 
A'.  I  do  not  think  I  did.' 

Q.  How  long  did  you  kni)w  Mr.  Ogilvy  before  you 
4ived  with  the  Duke  of  York? 
A*  Only  a  few  monftas. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Ogilvy  before  he  was  embar* 
massed  in  his  circumstances? — A.  No*  I  did  not. 
Q.  Before  he  failed  ? 

A*  He  was  just  failing)  and  his  books  were,  made  up 
as  I  knew  him. 

Q«  Was -any  thing  owing  from  Mr.  Ogilvy  io  you  at 
thy  time  of  his  failure? — A*  No,  nothing  .at  all. 

Q.  Were 
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Q,  Were  you  examined  as  a- witness  in  Mr.  OgiLvyV 
bankruptcy  r  \, 

A*  Yes,  I  wus;  but  I  was  livkig  with  the  Duke  of 
¥02 k  at/ the  time,  though  unknown  to  the  world  |  there* 
js  a  pamphlet  going  about  now,  hut  it  is  not  true. 

Mr.  Wlntbread.  Q.  Since  the  date  of  you?  reparation 
f>oni  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  have  you  frequently  had  letteis 
from  ins  Royal  Highlieiss  ? — A*  Yes,  I  have. 

<?.  Can  you,  by  any  one  letter,  substantiate  that  fact  ? 

A*  -Yes,  lean;  but  they  are  not  civil  ones  since  '4* 
left  him.        *  » 

Produce  some  one  letter  to  substantiate  that  fact. 

A.  I  believe  that  I  may  have  a  little  .note  or*  so/ for 
they  always  consisted  of  short  notes  in  answer  to>  souse 
request  of  mine  in  some  letter,  I  have  brought  down 
envelopes,  to  shew  that  the  note  I  have  seen  here- is  in 
the  same  sort  of  character  as  the  >notes  I  have;  bere&re 
eight  or  ten  in  my  hand.  I  have  many  notes  I  could  shew- 
shire  his  Royal  Highness  and  I  haw  parted* 

Q:  'Subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  separation  ? 
«  ^  Yes. 

Q.  Are  they  dated  > 

A,  I  believe  some  of  them  are,  and  perhaps ^there,  is 
&ne  or  two  among  these.  ' 

Q<  Art*  either  of  those  notes  signed  t 

A*  His  Royal  Highness-  never  signs  any  thing  unless 
it  is  necessary  ;  here  is  his  name  to  one  of  the  not^s  ;  it 
was  merely  for  his  box  at  the  play;  they  are  all  his  writ-r 
itig;  I  have  taken  the  insides  out. 

Q.  Is  that  which  is  signed,  subsequent  to  the  separa-* 
tkm  ? — At  No-.    -  ^ 

Q.  Put  in  some  one  of  more  notes,  as  you  shall  think'* 
fit  to  select  from  those  you  have,  for  the  purpose  of  sub- 
stantiating that  fact  ? 

A.  Here  [three  letters}  are  something  I  have  picked 
out  hich  I  thought  to  be  hke  the  hand  1  saw  here  the 
other  night;'  f  should  wish  to  deliver  them  in,  because  i 
know  they  are  exactly  like  what  !  have  seen  here.  - 

Q,  Are  those  you  have  here- subsequent  to  your  sepa* 
ration  fiom  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A,.,  No,  they  are  pot ;  unless  one,  of  them  is* 

C.c2  Q.Fut 
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/Q.  Put  in  some  one  or  more  notes  subsequent  to  the 

date  of  the  separation  ? 

A*  A  gentleman  asked  me  for -a  seal  of  two  when  f 
was  here  the  other  night ;  I  should  wish  to  put  them  in, 
because  the  story  of  a  forgery  going  about  is  extremely 
unpleasant . 

Q.  Are  those  papers  in  the  hand  of  the  clerk,  the  only 
ones  you  wish  to  put  in  ? 

A*  It  is  not  the  only  one  I  wish  to  put  in  t  I  have 
many  at  home,  but  the  inside  of  that  is  what  his  Roval 
Highness  has  written  to  me  since. 

Q*  Look  at  the  outside  and  inside  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  whether  it  is  his  Royal  Highnesses  hand-wiiting'  ;v 

A.  They  both  are  ;  I  have  dates  to  some  at  home. 

Q.  Do  you  wish  to  put  in  any  more  papers? 

A.  Yes,  I  wish  to  put  in  all  these  1  have  here.  Here 
is  another  since  his  Royal  Highness  paited  from  me* 

Q,  Do  you  mean  to  assert,  that  that  first  note  you 
have  sent  to  the  table*  was  written  to  you  after  your  se- 
paration ? 

A*  Yes,  I  do  not  say  for  the  outside,  because  they 
are  confused  ;  but  certainly  the  inside  was,  as  the  lan- 
guage will  shew. 

Q,  Put  m  such  papers  as  you  have  now  with  you,  which 
you  are  desirous  of  putting  in  ? 

A.  \  wish  to  put  in  all  these  [delivering  in  seeeral 
letters.] 

•  Q.  Have  you  sufficiently  examined  all  the  papers  you 
have  put  in,  to  be  able  to  state  that  they  are  all  the 
Dukeof  York's  hand-wnting? — A*  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Can  you  discriminate  such  as  were  written  before, 
and  such  as  were  written  after  your  separation  from  the 
Duke  of  York  ?  1 

A.  Yes,  they  are  only  mere  envelopes,  to  shew  the 
hand-writing  as  nearly  as  I  could  guess*,  what  I  saw  here 
the  other  dny  ;  and  this  is  since  the  sepaiation. 

Q,  Wtll  yout  look  at  that,  and  say  whether  it  was 
written  before  or  after  the  separation  ? 

A*  This. was  written  bv  the  Duke  of  York  some  time 
after,  when  lie  sent  me  the  two  hundred  pounds  to  go  out 
of  town  after  the  separation* 

Q.  Is 
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Is  the  note  winch  you  have  just  nj)^  put  in,  s&4 
\flncb  }  014^ have  just  seen,  dated  ? 
at  is  not 

(^~W41  you  pioduee  some  of  these  notes  with  da&es^ 
which  3  ou  say  you  have  in  vom  possession,  winch  wet& 
wjrrtteu  subsequent ?— A,  I  will  dp  so» 

[Two  notes* directed,"  George Faiquhai,  Esqtfiie/' 
ueie  lead  ] 

{Ho  1  ) 

J  4o  not,  know  whaf  vou  mean,,  I  have  never  authorised  any 
v  u  body  to  pk^ue  or  dutiub  you,  and  therefore  yajUjfiuy  be 
*'  perf6dt\  at  vour  ease  on  m)  account  "  * 

(^o  2) 

6C  Inclosed  1  send  you  the  money  which  you  wished  to  have  for 
youi  journey  1 

»,     |TI     .^11       1    ^1   Vrf    t    .,   ntj  I,  (ll       m,,S  ,.   i^Oi   ■■      .1    «H  I  1    M.n   ■■      I.    »,|>  1    

6(  Inclosed^  my  Duhng  receives  the  note,  as  well  as  the  moae)^ 
t  "  Wins.]?  i>he^nouid  ha\c  had  some  days  ago  " 

u  M/  D  t  ling  shall  ha\e  the  fcket  for  the  boA.  the  mojneat  I 
u  hon  e     God  bless  you 

Mrs  Thompson*     Q*  Was  it  customary  with  the  Duke 
of  \oik  to  mix,  in  what  you  call  love  letteis,  any  thing 
rei<ijbi^e  to  imlttai\  q\  ecclesiastical  promotions  ? 

Ai  I  haidiy  know  how  to  answer  that  question 

Q  Have  you  not  staged  that  yon  had  seveval  lettersy 
which  you  call  love  letters,  from  the  Duke  of  York*  1$ 
jour  possession  at  piesent ? 

A   Yes  I  have,  and  some  of  my  fiiends  have. 

Q.  Is  theie  any  thing  m  any  of  those  Utters  relative 
to  roiHtaiy  ok  ecclesiastical  promotions  * — -A  No 

3Ir  JLockhart.    Q.  Has  arry  person  been  pi  eserit  when  n 
}ou  iookec^over*  ^your  p£pe4  3  relative  to  the  subject  of 
this  inquiry  *—A  No,  not  over  his  letteis  < 

Q*  Has  any  peison  agisted  you  in  looking  over  any 
©th^r  (paper*,  feltetive  to  this  mqiliry  ? 

A*  I  have  never  let  an>  one  look  orer  any*1  papers 

Mj%  He  bBit  Q  Did  you,  when  30U  lived  m  Glov*<* 
ceitM-*pfac,e>  always  pay  your  b'ils  yoiuselfj  or  did  you 

C  c  3  sometimes 
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iolhefimts  p^  them  thrfcugh  the  medium  of  your hoftse** 

keener  }  iA 
Sometimes  myself,   sometimes  my  housekeeper; 

Tbtit  the  comoricm  tradesman,  such  as  butchers  and  bakers* 

1  n'ever  pUid  niyself 

Q  Who  was  that  housekeeper  > — ^4.  Mis.  Faveiy 
Q  Did  Mrs.  F&veiy  evei  repiesent  to  >ou  that  the 

creditor  weie  so  clamoious  that  she  (Mis.  Farer?)  was 

accused  of  having  most  hkelj  secreted  the  money  by  not 

ya}  mg  it  *  . 

-4   Yes,  But  thert  I  nevci  mmded  what  she  said 

Q  Did  Mrs  F&very  repiesent  the  absolute  necessity 

of  the*  Duke  of  York's  supplying  you  with  money  to 

pacify  the  creditors  * 

A  Yes,  of  Louise,  if  she  was  teazed  by  people  she 

teazed  me 

Q  Did  this  often  happen  ? — A  She  is  the  best  judge. 
Q  Were  not  thr^teduois  otten  paid  in  consequence  * 
A  Yes,  if  they  weie  verv  clamoious 

Wee  not  those  sums  to  a   veiy  consideiable 
amount  ^ 

A,  I  do  not  know  what  is  called  considerable 

<J.  Weie  they  to  the  amount  of  one  thousand  pounds  ? 

A  She  would  speak  of  different  tiadesnien  teazmg 
fofc  their  bills,  X  do  not  know  to  'what  amount 

Q  Do  you  not  know  that  bills  were  often  paid,  and 
to  a  lange  atoount,  Jfi  consequence  of  }our  applications 
to  the  Duke  of  York  upon  the  lepiesentations  of  Mis 
If  aver}  > 

A  No,  he  never  paid  a  bill  for  me  on  its  bung  so  le- 
presenteda  and  I  nev£ r  had  <  redit  with  any  of  his  people, 
noi  nevei  got  money  on  his  account. 

^Several  letters  \&ere  returned  to  Mrs  ^latfce, 
thm  Hi^eition  911  the  JcnwUejs  not  being  considered 
spaienaj  ] 

Sir  T  Tnr fori  Q.  Do  >ou  recollect  t^at^ui  the 
presence  of  Miss  Ta>lor,  the  Duke  >o£  York  ahd  youi- 
Selt  ever  talked  of  military  promotious  ? 

A*  I  -am  sure  I  ca^aoi  say  ,  his  Koj  al  Highness  did 

net 
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not  xnmA  what  he  said  before  Miss^Ta^lor^be.  was,  vmy 
fond  of  her.  ,  { 

^  Mr*  Lockharth  Q.  The  witness  says  thatseyeral  of'trie 
Dujce  of  %orfk's|Ie4tersjare  ii>  her  own  possession^  anclin 
the  possession  of  several  of  her  friends,  T  wish  her  to 
name  those  friends  m  whose  possession  those  letters  are  ? 

K         {The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw.] 

Lord  FoLKSToKrJ  desired  to  know  by.  what  right 
or  title  the  learned  Gentleman  was  ^authorii&ed  'to 
inquire  where  aiL  the  ietteis^  wbjch  Mrs*  Clarke 
stated  herself  to  have  received,  were  to  be,  foui\d  ? 
*  ^  Mr*  Lo(iKHART  observed^  that.  the.  nqble  Lord 
seemed  to,  forget  that  this -was  a  Committee  of  la- 
quiry/andthatrifrwa^  competent  to  demand  any>do- 
cuments  which-*  might  be  neeessary.either  to^the  orin- 
viction  or  acquittal  of  the  illustrious  person,,  against 
\Vhora  the  charges-  tin des  investigation  had  been 
.brought.  The  witness  had  no  light,  therefoie^  to 
with hol'd  any  letters  which  might  conduce  to  elu- 
cidate , the  subject  of  iuquhy.  If  the  Corn mit tee, 
however,  should  be  of  a  difleienfe  opinion  he  should 
not  press  ,the  question,  though  uppn  the  broad 
principle  ,he  wa^  convinced  it  was  a  proper  qiiq  to 
be  .put.  %  \ ,  j 

Lord  Folkstone  contended  that  the  apgugtfht 
©¥  the  learned  Gentleman  went  too  far;  because*it 
would  go  to  the  extent  that  the  witness  was,  bcjuad 
io  produce  all  her  papers,  in  order  to  give"  the 
learned  Gentleman  an  oppon unity  to  look  thesir* 
©ver,  amrijudge  which  weie  applicable  to  the  ques-? 
tion.  under  jconsideraition.  Any  papers  that  the 
1§bm&iiUee  wouki  be  authorised  to  demand/ flight 
fo  be  d-eftnled^  and^th^e  jearned- Gentleman  beneath 
the  learned  Member  would  infoim  him,  that  ft  was 
not  in  the  piactice  of  any  court  of  justice  to  order 
&  party  to  produce  all  his  papers^  with  a  view  that 
the  court  should  decide,' on  examination  of  them, 
w  hich  wet e  relevant  to,  the,  matter  Jn  issue.  / 
.  MrV  JBathuhst  felt,  "that 'the  noble  Lord  "deemed 

to 
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T6*ftd$&  iwfetftfcen'  the  <Jbjc*6trof  the  lurried  Gentle- 
man's  question.  4  rJ  hey1  were  not  Mrs.  Clarke's  let- 
ters Which'  Hfe  'wfehdd  to  Have  produced,  bbt*f lie 
le;U§rsof  the  lioyid  l?erson,  in'  the  "investigation  of 
the  charges  against  whom,  the  Committee  was  en- 
gage4.  '  If  the'  noble  Lord,  or  the  honourable 
JVJ ember  who  brought  forward  the  charges,  had  put 
the  qttefefttfreof  the  learned  Gentleman,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  no  objection  would  have  been  made  to 
it/  Hie  Cdaiilnttee  was  a  Court  of  Inquiry,  and  it 
was  der^atrily  '  competent,  to  any  honourable  Mem- 
ber to  e^tlfor-'any  papers  which  might  aid  the  in- 
vestigation. On' the  whole/  therefore,  he"  thought 
thatnhe  tett^rs^  of  his  ffoyal  -Highness  ought  to  be 
prtidtfefcd/^hou'gh  if  the  learned  Gentleman  could" 
tatetopoty  Mm' to  say,  that  they  would  not  bear  up- 
cnr the- subject,- it  would  not  Be  desirable  to  add 
ihhm  x6/ii\i  'infmitCs. 

Mr.  GhmritEs  A i^ams  thought  the  question  "a  lit 
one  to  be  put,  but  that  it  would  be  optionaL'with 
thfc'Witn&ss  totalis  we  r  it. 

The  'CTaANcfetLOti  of  the  Exchequer  agreed 
with*  his  r^ght  honourable  Friend*,  thatdf  any'hoV 
noupable  Member  thought  one  letter  would  'throw 
hgfet'trfkto  tiid  subject,  be'iftrghr  c^li  fo£  its  p,ro- 
duetSeu'V  >ahtl  if  rfo  objection  could  'be  rnade  to  the 
production^  one,  nOti£  could  be  made  to  the  pro- 
duction »of 'alt, "if  called, foiV  If;tke  noble  .Laid,* 
had"  mov^d  foi  the  letters,  no  objection  wouklhave 
beeW  made  to '  his  mot-ion  ;  arid  what  right  had  th«* 
noble  Lord  to '  suppose  the  motive'  of  tbfe  learned 
Gentleman  in  calling  for  tfaefai  different  from  that 
whkftl'woukMiaYe  'actuated  ^hihiself  ? '  Agreed, 
hovvever,;  that  it  woititTnot  be  desikibie  to  place  the 
lettkrs^uporr  the"  minutes,4  already  Swellgd  16  ah  in* 
con¥efiie*H  balk,  unless  tey  should  bear  \1ppn  jthe . 

Mr.-BatMitst, 

subject 
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V 

subject  of  inquiry.^  Upon  this  groan^}^  w,wld 
submit  it  to  the  learned  Gentleman  to  -withdraw  bis 
xiuestipn;  but  if  he  was  disposed  to  insist  upon  it, 
he  saw  no  reason  in  which  rthe  Committer  could 
reject  it. 

Mr.  Bathurst  ^stated,  that  the  witness  ka$  al- 
ready declared  in  evidence,  that  in  no  one  of  the 
love  letters  was  theie  any  mention  of  military  or  ec- 
clesiastical pie,  ferments. 

Mr.  Lock  ha  rt  legretted  that  the  object  of  his 
question  had  been  misundei stood.  It  was  not  his 
wish  to  have  all,  or  any  of  the  letters  produced.  It 
would  be' recollected  that  the  witness  had  been  as- 
sisted in  preparing  the.  papers  for  this  investigation  ^ 
and  the  object  of  his  question  was,  to  discover  m 
who^e  hands  the  letters  were,  with  a  view  to  come 
at  some  information  respecting  the  person  who  as- 
sisted her,  and  the  nature  and  circumstances  of 
that  assistance.  He  should  therefore  press  his 
question. 

Mr.  Mahryat  thought  the  witness  had  said,  that 
all  the  love  letters  were  either  in  her  own  orjier  mo- 
ther's possession. 

Mr.  Rose  concurred,  that  as  the  witness  had 
stated  the  letters  not  to  contain  any  thing  relating 
to  military  promotions  or  eeelesia&tical  preferments, 
their  production  was  unnecessary ;  otherwise-  he 
should  have  made  ria  objection  to  the  question. 

Mr.  Wiiitbreab  wished  the  learned  Gentleman^ 
to  withdiaw  his  question.  As  to  the  object  stated 
by  the  learned  Gentleman,  for  which  he  had  puthi^ 
question,  namely*  to  discover  who  had  assisted  the 
witness  in  preparing  the  papers  for  the  Committee, 
he  should  only  observe,  thai,  if  it  was  the  case^.  it 
would  be  quite  natural,  that  the  person,  conducting 
this  investigation  should  have  looked  over  the  pa-K 
pers  which  might  bear  upon  it.  He  bad  stated  this 
only  to  shew  that  the  Committee  did,  not  acquiesce 
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m  ffie  inferefrcefc  to  be  drawn  fram  the  learned  Mem- 
ber's statement  of  hfc  object,  that  blame  irrifHi- 
table  aiiy  tyhere. 

Mr.  Lockhart  then  withdrew  hi?  question, 

;  •  Colonel  DIGBY  HAMILTON  was  again  called 
in,  and  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  lollovvs ; 

Lord  Fo tfes tone.  Q.  Dkl  CaptamSandon  state  to  you, 
that  he  had  ever  received  any  sum  of  money  from  Major 
fbnyri?^,  Nfc.  '  ' 

Q.  Did  he  state  to  you  from  whom  he  received  the 
note? 

A*  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  he  stated,  that  he 
had  received  the  note  from  JVIrs.  Clarke,  or  that*  *t  had 
been  eonvered  to  him  from  Mvs*  Clarke. 

Q.  When  d*d  you  see  that,iK>te£ 

A.  On  the  Saturday  after  I  ha'diny  first  com  muni  ca- 
tion with  Mr*  Adam. 

Q.  Was  that  note  wrapped  up  in. a  piece  of  paper,  or 
accompanied  with'  a  piece  of  paper  with  another  similar 
direction  upon  it? 

A*  I  tld  not  recollect  whether  it  was  wrapped  up  a 
f\&Q%  paf3er,  but  Cap  turn*  fen  don  shewed  ma  part*  of 
the  cover  of  a,  letter  which  had  the£>over  postmark 
upon  it,'*d0d&reqn£sted  I^oiild  look.at  the  similarity  ot 
the  address  ©f  that  letter  with  the  note  in  question* 

*Q,  Wh'^n  yon  were  ^informed  that  this  note  was  not' 
destroyed,  t  are  you  now  certain  whether  you  informed 
Mr*  Adam  or  not?- 

J.  I  can  only  repeat  the  reply  I  made  to  that  question 
before;  my, mud  was  impressed  with  the  idea  that  I  had 
informed  Mr.  Adam,  or  taken  effectual  measures  that.be 
-should  be  informed  of  the  circumstance. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  you  informed  Mr.  Harrison  ?  ■ 

A*  Y«?s, 

Why  did  ydu  inform  Mr.  Harrison  ? 
A*  X^ow^n^  that  Mr..Hurrisonfwas  employed,  en  the 
part  of  His  Royal  Highness.  * 

-  ^  ^Howdrd  tfo&  know  that  Mr/ Harrison,  W4S  SO  em- 
ployed ? 

-  /l»*  From  my  having  been  frequently  in  the  room  when 

Mr. 
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Mi.  Ildrnson  came  into  it,  wheie  l\Ir.  Lowten  does  Ins 
business,  in  consequence  of  m$  being  ordered  to  be  in 
attendance  upon  the  Hoube. 

Q.  From  whom  did  \ou  learn  that  Ijtr,  tfaujson,  was 
employed  as,  tl}e  agent  ot       l>uke  of  Yoik  ? 

A.  From  no  particular  person,  but  it  was  impossible 
to  be  in  that  loom  and  not  to  obseive  that  Mr.  Hauison 
was  so  employe^., 

Q*  Did  you  understand  tljat  Mr.  Low  ten  was  the  agent 
of  the  Duke  of  YGrkl*<~A.  Cleaily. 

(?»  How  dixjL  yau  learn  that > 

A*  From  observing  what  passed  in  the  room  where  Mr. 
Low  ten  sat. 

Q.  Weie  you  lefened  by  any  one  to  Mi.  Lowten? 

XA%  I  received  a  note  fro#i  Lieutenant-Colonel  Gordon, 
tlesmng  my  attendance  upon  this  Uou^e,  and  tha£  1  was 
to  call  upon  Mr.Xowten,  whop}  I  ohould  .find  ifpon 
jmalpng  inquiry  here;  I  received  ,a  note  at  Croydon  JBar- 
racks  which  induced  my  attendance. 

Q.  When  Captain  Sandon  shewed, you  the  piece- of 
paper  with  the  £>over  post-mark  upon  1%  did  he  state  to 
you  how  that  piece  of  paper  came  into  his  possession  ? 

A.  I  do  not  lecollect  that  he  did  ,  it  was  merely  to  im- 
piess  my  mmd  that  the  letter  and  the  note  were  jdirected 
ui  Jthe  same  hand-writing,  I  do  not;  recollect  any  fther 
conversation  having  passed. 

Q  How  long  have  you>  been  aoqu^int^  wi*h  Captaju 
Sandon  ? 

A*  I  have  known  Captain  San^®**  sj^nce  ike  year  ^7°4j 
but  Capta,i0  Saudon  has  never  been  my  acquaintance ,  1 
have  known  him  in  my  military  situation  pniy ;  he  served 
on  th^  Continent  at  the^&anjLe  period  J  »cbd, ,  ty.it  wjthout 
having  any  intercourse,  meitiiy  knowing  bHi>>^  QAptajii 
Sandon;  *w#'did  not  serve  >n,  tfi^saroe  corps. 

Q,  £|ad  jou  much  intercourse  >wjth  bw  MMfce  yeatjs 
3&0$  and  I3j05  f 

A.  None  whatever  but  what  was  strictly  official, 

Mr*  Shaw  Le  Fevre*  Q*  Eh4  Capt&m  Saudon*  manifest 
any  reluctance  m  allowing  you,  $q*  tafce  a  qopy  of  th*s 
note  * 

A.  None  whatever,  it  was  done  with  his  perfect  con- 
currence* 

Q.  After 
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Q.  After  he  bad  stated  to  yott  that  he  bad  destroyed" 
the  note,  did  be  say  &ny  thmg  to  yoa  respecting  the  copy 
y  ou  had  taken  ? 

^  He  never  alluded  to  it. 

Mi*  BathtirsL  Q.  Did  Captain Sandon  shew  }ou  the 
other  note  to  which  you  hatfe  referred, ? 

A*  tJptm  producing  the  note  in  question,  1  brought  to 
bis  lecollection  that  he  said  there  were  two  rfotes  in  the 
conversation' £whfch  took  place  at"  Portsmouth;  upoa 
which  be  leplied,  that  he  must  either  have1  been  mistake^ 
or  if  there  had  been  a  second  note,  hfe^urust  haie  gi\eu 
it  to  Major  Tonyn,  to  convince  him  that  the  protection 
was  to  go  on. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Sandon  explain  to  you  what  the  con- 
tents of  "that  note  were,  and  by  whom  it  appeared  to  be 
written  ** 

A  "It  will  appear  m  the  fornler  part  of  rriV  t£stitebrly> 
"that  I  statetPto  the  Hoifse,  that  the  second  note  w"as  lt?o 
convince  Major  Tonyn  that  tlk  piomotion  wouTd 'take 
place,  but1  he  never  stated  to  me  that  either  of  the  notes 
were  written  by  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  or  by  whom  they  were 
wntten. 

Q«  Why  then-did  Captain  Sandon  compaie  the  first 
note  with  the  envelope  <5f  the  letter  ** 

A*  I  fiav^alrearfy  stitetl,  that  he  produced  the  Aive*- 
lope  of  the  lettei  to  convince'  me  that  the  hand^wVitin^ 
of  the^no'ief  and  tbe  lettei*  were  by  the  same  persbn. hp 
assigned  no  other  reason  for  producing  the  ^>art  of  the 
envelope;  it  was  not  ehtrre,  there  might  he  half4  bf  it. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  }ou  Understand  he  wished  tp 
prwe  tbe  two  papers  were  of  the5  same  hand-writing, 
unless  hepomted  out  sorrie  person  wbos«  hand  *  he  pTe- 
'tended*  it  *td  "be 5 

A.  I  must  state  most*  unequivocally^  tftaV  Captain 
Sandon  ckd  «ot  point  out  tbe  liatid^wrH?agf  td'be'the 
hand-writing  of  any  particular  person  ,  all  thtft  h^Vrshe^d 
to  convince  nre  was,  that  the  two  papers  had  'been  writ- 
ten by^the  same  peison^  without  any  comment  or  obsei- 
nation  beyond  what  I  have  stated  to  the  HcHise. 

Q.  Were  no  comments  made  upon  the  post-mark  from 
Dtfve?^ 

A.  He  merely  stated,  you  will  see  that  has  the  t>ove'r 
poftt-m&rk  upon  it. 

Q  At 
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*  At  what  period  of  your  conversation  with  Captain 
Sandon,  was  it  that  you  observed  to  him,  if  you  did,  that 
you  jhoughfc  the  note  appeared  to  be  written  by  the  Com- 
mand er  in  Chief  i 

A,  I  have  ue*er  stated  that  I  had  made  such  a  decla- 
ration to  Captain  Sandon,  because,  no  *sucfo  observation 
was  ever  made  to  Hie  by  Captain  Sand  on. 

Q,  Did  Captain  Sandon  state  from  whom  it  was  that  he 
receiver!  the  second  note  I 

A,  1  have  already  stated,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
that  he  did  not  state  piecisely  how  they  came  into  his  pos- 
session, but  I  undei stood  he  received  them  from  Mrs. 
Clatke  personally,  or  through  borne  other  means  from 
her  ;  I  did  not  enter  into  those  particulais  with  hini, 

Q.  Both  notes ?  "A.  Both  notes, 

Q.  Have  not  you  already  stated  "that  Captain  Sandon 
appealed  to  think  the  note,  of  whiqh  )ou  took  a  cop}  5  was* 
a  note  of  some  importance  ? 

A.  It  is  impossible  1  could  have  stated  any  thing  of  the 
kind*  because  1  have  never  stated  Captain  bandon's  opi- 
nions on  the  subject  at  all. 

£jord  Milton.  Q.  When  you  communicated  to  Mr. 
Adam  what^ou  knew  concerning  this  note,  did  yota  do  it 
with  an  intention  or  expectation  of  its  being  made  known 
to  this  House  ? 

«  A.  1  stated  the  circumstances  as-1  have  related  them  to 
the  House,  to  Mr.  Adam,  With  a  \iew  of  having  his  opi- 
nion, and  that  his  judgment  should  be  exeicised  upon  the 
subject  rather  than  my  own  ;  I  had  not  come  to^any  pie- 
eise  decision  in  my  own  mind  how  I  was  to  act,  and  there* 
fore  I  thought  1  could  not  conduct  myself  with  gi eater 
propriety  than  to  consult  Mr.  Adam  \UuU  line  of  conduct 
i  should  pursue. 

v  Q.  Am  I  right  m  my  appiehension,  that  you  have  stated 
that,  you  considered  this  note tof  importance  t&  the"  Inquiry 
that  was  going  on  ?  *>  '  . 

A.  I  have  already  stated  to  the  House,  that  when  I 
saw  the  note  I  believed  it  to  be,  according  to  the  bsstcf 
my  judgment,  the  hand. writing  of  the  Dufce  of  Yoid;?  and 
therefeic  it  was  impossible  that  I  should  not  attach  veiy 
gre<it  importance  to  .the  note. 

No,  XXIV.— V.  2.  D  d  Q.  Afte 
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A.  After  your  communication  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  did  you  know  that  it  was  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequers  intention  not  to  produce  this  note 
lo  the  House  for  some  days  ? 

A.  I  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the  intentions'  of 
the  Chancellor- of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  business. 

Mi\  Thompson.  Q.  1  think  you  have  stated  that 
Captain  Sandon  said  that  the  usual  channel  of  promotion 
had  failed,  or  that  he  and  otheis  had  been  deceived  with 
regai-d  to  the  influence  which  he  expected  to  be  exerted, 
but  that  another  channel  of  promotion  was  opened,  but 
at  a  considerable  expence  ;  do  you  know  any  thing  of  the 
new  channel  of  piomotion  to  which  Captain  Sandon  al- 
luded ? 

"  '4.  I  believe  that  if  a  reference  is  made  to  my  state- 
ment, nothing  of  the  sort  will  appear  ;  I  believe  I  ha\e 
stated  to  this  Honourable  House,  that  Captain  Sandon 
informed  me  that  after  considerable  sums  of  money  ad- 
vanced by  him  for  objects  of  piomotion,  they  ultimately 
fMind  the  influence  supposed  to  exist  on  the  pari  of  Mis. 
Claike,  did  not  exist,  and  that ,  it  failed  on  the  pioof  of 
trial  ;  and  that  he  never  alluded  to  any  new  sotuce  or 
channel  of  piomotion  whatever. 

Q.  What  othei  person  was  alluded  to,  in  your  opinion, 
when  Captain  Sandon  mentioned  that  ? 

A.  Captain  Sandon  had  alluded  to  the  original  person, 
bdt  I  have  already  stated  to  the  House,  that  my  curio* 
sify  uas  nut  excited  to  know  who  that  person  was,  and  he 
lievei  informed  me  who  was  the  intci mediate  person  who 
leconed  the  money,  and  tiansacted  the  business. 

Mr.  Lochhart.  Q*  Did  Captain  Sandon  mention  to  you 
Ins  intention  of  rtestioymg  the  note  ? 

^  A,  On  thoco»i)tr&ry  Captain  Sandon  promised  rpe  that  he 
would  pieseive  all  the  papeis,  and  that  he  would  foilowxthe 
\\ho|e  of  ihejnjunctions  I  had  laid  upon  him. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  to  you  he  had  destroyed  it  ? 

A.  I  have  already  slated  to  the  House,  that  in  a  con- 
\eisation  that  took  place  belv  ecn  Captain  Sandon  and 
m)selt  upon  our  leaving  the  British  Coffee-house,  he  did 
state  that  .he  had  destroyed  the  note,  and  that  1  exclaimed 
Gtoi  God  !  vouhave  done  extiemel)  wrong, 

e.  Did 


(   303  ) 

Q.  Did  he  mention  to  you  what  motive  he  had  for  de- 
stroying it? 

A.  Captain  Sandon  has  never  mentioned  to  me  any  mo- 
tive which  can*  have  actuated'  any  part  of  his  conduct. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  that  the  concealment  of  ' the 
note  would  be  a  benefit  to  any  person  ? — A*  Never. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  mention  that  the  production  of  it 
would  be  a  prejudice  to  any  person  ? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

[The  witness  was  dnectad  to  withdiaw. 

WILLIAM  HARRISON,  Esq.  was  called  inland 
examined  by  The  Committee,  as  follows : 

Lord  Folkstone.  Q.  Are  you  Agent,  ©r  Counsel,  to 
the  Duke  of  York  m  this  business  ? 

A.  Certainly  not  Agent,  nor  can  I  call  myself  Coun- 
sel, ' 

Q*  Are  you  employed  by  the  Duke  of  York  in  any 
way  ? 

A\  I  "was  desired  in  a  very  early  stage  of  this  business 
to  assist  in  any  way  in  which  I  could  assist  in  advice  or 
otherwise,  but  I  did  not  understand  that  any  Counsel 
could  appear  for  the  Duke  of  York,  or  that  1  was  em- 
ployed in  that  capacity.  I  arrTconsulted  by  three  of  the 
Military  Offices,  the  Office  of  Hi's  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  the  War  Office,  and  the  Barrack 
Office,  upon  Military  subjects  in  which  it  is  necessary 
to  consult  a  professional  Gentleman,  and  was  I  believe, 
called  upon  to  assist  in  consequence  of  the  k-now ledge 
that  it  was  supposed  I  possessed  of  military  subjects,  as 
connected  with  legal  consideiation. 

Q.  Was  it  in  consequence  of  so  being  called  upon, 
that  ycu  have  attended  constantly  the  proceedings  of  this 
House  upon  this  business? — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  When  did  Colonel  Hamilton  inform  you  that  the 
note  purporting  to  be  wntten  by  the  Duke  of  York3  and 
supposed  to  be  destroyed,  was  not  destroyed  ? 

A.  It  was  between  four  and  five,  I  believe  towards  five 
o'clock  on  the  evening  of  the  day  on  which  Captain  «San~ 
don  was  called  in  and  committed.    I  met  Colonel  HamiU 
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ton  in  Parliament-street,  I  believe  I  was  walking  at  thai 
time  with  the  Sdicilor  General;  he  took  me  aside  and 
told  me,  that  he  had  just  heard,  or  heard  that  morning; 
I  dp  not  recollect  which  he  said,  that  the*  note  was  not 
destroyed,  but  was  still  in  existence. 

Q  Did  you  take  any  steps  in  consequence  of  that  in- 
'foimation  ? 

A.  I  \ery  shortly  afterwards,  almost  immediately  (I 
cannot  recollect  whether  1  went  a  little  fuither  or*)  caire« 
hack  to  the  House.  The  Committee  I  believe  was  sittii.g 
when  I  came  in,  and  1  inf.-  )imed7  1  believe  Mr.  Huskisson 
but  I  am  not  quite  ceitam  whether  it  was  Mi,  Haski  s  <n 
or  another  Gentleman  who  was  just  coming  into  the 
House,  that  I  had  just  received  this  information  ? 

Q.  Were  you  piescnt  in  the  House  after  giving  that 
infoimation  at  the  pioceedmg  on  that  night? — A.  I  was, 

Q.  Was  this  infoimation  given  before  the  statement 
ttiade  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

WILLIAM  HUSKISSON,  Esq.  attending  in  his 
place,  was  examined  by  The  Committee,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Lord  Folkttone,    Q.  Did  you  receive  the  informatioa 
with  respect  to  the  note  from  Mr.  Harrison  ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  in  consequence  ? 

jfc,  1  received  that  infoimation  I  believe  a  very  short 
time  befoie  my  Right  Honourable  Friend  rose  m  his 
ptoce  to  make  a- statement  to  this  committee  of  what  he 
had  heard  from  Colonel  Hamilton  on  the  subject  of  thi*> 
note  :  I  stated  to  him,  I  am  told  by  Mr.  Haniaon  that 
he  has  heard  from  Colonel  Hamilton  thit  the  note  is  not 
dcstioyed;  and  I  le'.ieve  I  added,  I  think  it  can  make 
no  difference  whether  it  is,  or  is  not  in  the  statement  \ou 
have' to  make:  and  in  the  examination  of  Captain  Sandon 
]  certainly  stated  to  my  ftifiht  Honourable  Friend,  that 
1  had  received  this  information  from  Mr,.  Hainson  who 
tuid  me  he  had  icceived  it  from  Colonel  Hamilton. 

Q.  Had 
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Q.  Had  you  heard  of  this  note  before  that  ? 

A.  I  had  been  informed  by  my  Right  Honourable  Frtentf, 
in  confidence,  of  the  account  Colonel  Hamilton  had  given 
of  this  transaction  and  of  its  intentions,  as  I  believe  either 
Members  were  informed  to  make  the  statement  to^the 
House, 

[The  Right  Honourable  SPENCER  PERCEVAL, 
(Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  attending  in  his 
place,  was  examined  by  the  Committee,  as  follows : 

Lord Folkstone.  Q.  Would  you  wish  to  correct  or  alter 
any  part  of  the  evidence  you  gave  on  Monday  relative  to 
this  transaction  ? 

A,  I  do  not  recollect  any  part  of  the  evidence  I  gave 
on  Monday  that  I  would  wish  to  correct  or  alter;  if  the 
Noble  Lord,  in  consequence  of  the  information  he  has 
now  collected,  would  wish  to  ask  any  other  question,  I 
will  give  an  answer. 

Q.  When  you  made  the  statement  to  this  Committee, 
of  the  destruction  of  this  note,  had  }ou  heaid  that  the 
note  was  not  destroyed  ? 

A.  When  I  made  the  statement  to  the  Committee, 1  had 
received  such  a  communication  as  my  Honourable  Friend 
has  just  mentioned,  and  I  did  in  the  statement  that  I 
made  to  the  Committee,  if  my  recollection  does  not  ex- 
tremely fail  me,  state  that  I  did  by  no  means  know  whe- 
ther the  note  wps  destioyed  or  not,  and  that  statement 
I  certainly  did  make  in  consequence  of  the  information 
I  had  but  recently  received,  for  except  from  that  re- 
cent mfoimation,  1  had  strongly  impressed  upon  my  mind 
that  the  note  was  destroyed. 

Q.  State  who  the  personsweie  to  whom  you  had  given 
information  respecting  this  note? 

A,  I  can  state  several,  but  I  cannot  undertake  to  be 
certain  that' I  can  state  them  all;  I  communicated  it  to 
the  Solicitor  General,  to  the  Attorney  General,  to  mv 
Lord  Castleieagh,  to  Mr.  Canning,  and  I  think  I  men- 
tioned it  to  Mr/  Yorke,  and  I  am  pietty  confident  that 
I  mentioned  it  to  others  ;  I  mentioned  it  likewise  to  the 
Lord- Chancellor,  I  mentioned  u  to  my  Lord  Liverpool, 
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and  I  mentioned  it  to  Mr.  Huskisson,  and  Mr.  Lotig, 
ar\d  they  concurred  in  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Adam  should 
communicate  it  to  some  friends  .of  his  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House;  and  I  believe  that  to  eveiy  one  of  the 
Gentlemen  whose  names  I  have  mentioned,  I  did  state 
at  the  same  time  my  opinion,  that  from  the  first  moment 
that  I  heard  of  the  existence  of  this  note,  I  felt  it  to  be 
my  clear  duty  not  to  be  the  depository  of  such  a  seciet  ; 
that  I  fotmed  that  opinion  upon  the  fu^t  day  that  it 
was  communicated  to  me,  before  I  understood  it  to 
be  destroyed,  and  that  as  soon  ?s  I  did  know  that  it 
Mas  destrojed,  which  was  the  next  day,  I  then  commu- 
nicated it  ths  persons  1  have  mentioned,  but  I  be- 
lieve no  person  did  know  of  the  txistencc  of  the  note 
1:11  I  heaid  it  was  destroyed,  except  1  believe  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  when  I  had  le.ison  to  believe  it  was  in  exist- 
ence. Before  I  heard  that  it  1-kJ  been  destro)ed,  I 
determined  to  communicate  the  tact,  so  that  the  note  it  it 
was  not  destroyed, -should  be  extracted  by  the  evidence 
at  the-  bar :  and  when  I  heard  that  it  was  destroyed,  I  still 
r<  ntii  u.d  to  act  upon  that  determination,  and  made  that 
determination  known.  In  the  examination  that  I  made  of 
toe  witness  (Sandon)  at  the  Bar,  1  had  m  my  mm  J  the 
whole  time  of  that  examination,  the  vanous  points  of  fact 
which  the  witness  had  communicated  to  Colonel  Hamilton, 
and  it  the  witness  had  not  at  la^t  confessed  that  the  no{e 
was  not  destroyed,  I  should  unquestionably  ha\e  asked 
him,  whether  he  had  not  communicated  to  Colonel  II  a- 
miItoi>,  that  veiy  morning,  that  it  was'not  destroyed. 

Mr.  HUSKISSON  explained,  that  when  he  said 
that  the  communication  he  made  to  his  Right  Hon. 
f fiend,  ought  to  make  no  difference  in  his  statement, 
he  meant  that  should  make  no  alteration  in  his  deters 
nmiatiop. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  thought  it  due  in 
justice  to  his  Right  Hon.  friend,  to  remark,  that  the 
matter  had  been  communicated  to  him,  and  that  his 
Right  Hon.  f.iend  had  uniformly  stated  his  determi- 
nation whether  the  no,e  was  a  forgery  or  not  to  make 
the  circumstance  public. 

Mr.  Secretary 
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Mr-  Secretary  CANNING  .also  stated,  that  the 
matter  had  been  communicated  to  him  by  his  Right 
Hon.  Friend,  who,  to  relieve  his  conscience  from  the 
charge,  took  tlie  earliest  opportunity  of  making  the 
communication. 

WILLIAM  ADAM,  Esq.  attending  in  his  place, 

was  Exatnined.by  the  Committee  as  follows. 

Lord  Folhstone.  Q.  Did  you  receive  from  Colonel  Ha- 
milton, or  Mr.  Hamson,  any  information  that  this  note 
was  n<U  destroyed  ? 

A$  I  certainly  leceived  no  information' from  Colonel  Ha- 
milton that  tins  note  was  not  destroyed:  I  cannot  take 
upon  myself  to  lccollect,  whether  J  received  the  inform- 
ation that  it  was  not  destroyed  from  Mr.  Harrison  or  Mr  J 
Huskisson,  but  much  about  the  same  time  that  Mr.  tins- 
kisson  has  stated  himself  to  have  received  that  informa- 
tion/! became  possessed  of  that  fact.  I  wish  to  state,  that 
the  circumstances  which  have  keen  stated  by  Mr.  Perceval 
respecting  the  determination  to  communicate,  from  the 
first  moment  of  our  in tei  course  upon  that  subject,  was  my 
determination  as  weii  as  his.  I  wish  further  to  state,  that 
as  soon  after  the  note  was  reported  to  me  to  have  been' 
destroyed  as  I  Could  possibly  make  the  communication, 
I  made  the  communication  to  the  Gentlemen  whom  I  men- 
tioned befoie.  Lord  Henry  Petty,  General  Fitzpatnck, 
Mr.  Whnbread;  I  wish  to  add,  that  I  mentioned  it  to 
those  Gentlemen,  at>  Mr.  W  hub  read  stated,  on  the  Mon- 
day preceding  Captain  Sandon's  first  examination,  and 
that  on  the  day  preceding  his  second  examination,  I  men- 
tioned it  to  my  learned  friend  Sir  Arthur  Piggott,  and  to 
my  learned  friend  Mr.  Leach. 

Rev,  JOHN  JOSEPH  ELLIS,  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  the  Committee ,  as  follows  : 

Chancellor  of  the,  Exchequer.  Q>  You  are  a  Clergyman  ? 
A.  I  am. 

(&.  tn  what  situation  of  life  are  you  ? 

A.  One  of  the  Masters  of  Merchant  Taylor*  School. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Favery  ;  Mrs. 
Fa  very  ? 

A.  Not  by  that  name. 

Q.  By  what  name  do  yon  know  a  person)  who  has  pre- 
sented herself  at  this  bar  as  Mrs,  Favery  ? 

A.  Elizabeth  Farquhar. 

Q,  Did  she  live  in  your  service?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  apply  for  the  character  of  Mrs. 
Farquhar,  before  she  came  into  your  service  ? 

A.  To  Mrs.  Claike. 

Q.  Mrs.  Clarke,  wh©  has  been  examined  here  this  even- 
ing ?    A*  Yes. 

Q.  Where  did  Mrs.  Clarke  live  at  the  time  you  applied 
for  Mrs.  Farquhar's  character  ? 

A.  In  Golden -lane. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  year  in  which  Mrs.  Farquhar 
came  into  your  service  ? 

A,  It  was  in  the  beginning  of  July,  in  the  year  1800,  and 
with  the  exception  of  three  months,  she  lived  i&  ray  family 
two  years. 

Q.  You  were  not  at  that  time  a  Carpenter  ? 
A*  By  no  means,  I  was  not. 

Q.  Did  you  apply  to  Mrs.  Claike  for  the  character  of 
this  servant  ?    JL  I  did. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  what  name  you  represented  to 
Mrs.  Claike,  the  servant  stated  to  belong  to  her  ? 

A.  Elizabeth  Faiquhar. 

Q.  Aie  you  certain  that  you  as)ied  Mr  Clarke  for  the 
character  of  a  servant  who  called  herself  Elizabeth  Farqu- 
hai  ?  „  A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Mrs.7  Clarke  calling  upon 
Mrs  Farquhar  while  she  continued  in  your  service  ?, 

A.  Yes,  repeatedly, 

Q.  Did  Mis.  Claike  come  m  a  carnage  or  on  foot  to 
see  Mis.  Faiquhar  ? 

A.  I  rather  think  on  fopt,  I  never  observed  a  car- 
aiage. 

Q.  Did  she  stay  any  time  with  her  when  she  came 
there  ? 

A.  Some  times  half  an  hour,  sometimes  an  hour. 

Q.  You 
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Q.  You  say  frequently,  can  you  say  whether  it  was  eigh«t 
©r  ten  times  in  the  period  of  her  living  with  you  r 
A.  I  should  think  full  that. 

Q.  Did  she  come  to  visit  Mrs.  Farquhar  as  an  ac* 
qudintance,  or  for  what  purpose  did  she  come  r* 

A.  Her  visits  appealed  to  me  to  be  very  familiar^  prin* 
cipally  in  the  morning. 

Q,  Did  you  understand  whether  there  was  any  rela- 
tionship between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Mrs.  Farquhar  ? 

A.  From  the  familiarity  that  subsisted  between  them, 
1  surmised  as  much. 

Q.  Did  you  live  in  the  same  place  during  the  time  Mrs. 
Farquhar  lived  with  you,  or  did  )ou  change  your  resi- 
dence? 

AK  I  have  lived  in  my  present  residence  fourteen  years. 

Q.  Then  during  the  whole  time  Mrs.  Faiquhar  was 
living  with  you  your  town  residence  was  constantly  where 
it  is  now. 

A,  Where  it  is  now. 

<2.  Had  you  occasion  while  she  lived  with  you  to  take 
your  family  to  the  sea  side  for  their  health? 
A,  Only  once  while  she  lived  with  me. 
Q.  Did  you  go  with  your  family  upon  that  occasion? 
A,  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  leave  your  family  there,  or  come  back  with 
them  ? 

A.  I  went  with  them  and  returned  with  them. 
Q.  You  stopped  with  them  the  whole  lime? 
A,  Yes,  and  returned  with  them. 

Q.  Was^  Mrs.  Farquhar  with  you  during  the  whole 
time  ? 

A.  She  'Was  with  me  during  the  whole  time. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  know  from  Mrs.  Farquhar 
whether  she  was  a  married  or  a  single  woman,  at  the  time 
she  lived  with  you  ? 

A.  I  considered  her  a  single  woman,  and  had  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  the  contraiy. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  know*  from  her  whether  she 
bad  a  mother  living  at  the  time  ? 

A.  X  know  she  had  a  mother  hung,  because  she  left  my 
seivice  after  she  had  been  m  my  family  a  twelve-mon4h, 

for 
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for  the  space  of  three  months,  to  nurse  Jier  mother^  who 
'  was  repotted  to.be  very  ill* 

Q.  Had  you  .any  means  of  knowing  where  her  mother 
lived  at  the  time  Mrs,  Farquhar  was  in  your  family  ? 

'A.  I  know  it  was  somewhere  about  Tavistock**plaee, 
but  where  I  did  not  ascertain, 

Q»  From  whom  did  you  learn  that  ? 

A,  Fiom  Elizabeth  Farquhar  herself. 

Q.  That,  she  lived  near  Tavistock-place  ? 

A.  Somewhere  in  that  ne'ghbouihood. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  Faiquhar  lately  ? 

A*  I  saw  her  last  mght. 

Q.  What  occasion  had  you  for  seeing  her  last  night  ? 

A,  She  called  upon  me,  and  requested  particularly  to 
see  me,  and  the  motive  of  her  visit  was,  that  she  felt  her- 
self extremely  ashamed,  and  much  hurt  that  she  had  menti- 
oned my  nanue  in  a  manner  that  she  had  done  :  and  further 
to  say  that  she  did  not  know  how  to  appear  befoie  thjs  Ho- 
nourable House  this  evening,  because  you  would  not  give 
herany  credit  for  what  she  might  state  hereafter.  I  would 
further  add,  thai  she  observed  it  was  frofm  motives  ofdeiw 
cacy  she  withheld  my  name  and  rriy  place  of  residence^  and 
being  taken  by  surprise. 

Q.  Del,(acvto  whom  ? 

A*  Delicacy  to  my  family. 

Q,  Did  she  s^y  it  was  out  of  delicacy  to  your  family  she 
mentioned  you  to  be  a  Carpenter? 

A.  She  stated  that  she  felt  particularly  ashamed  that  she 
had  stated  what  she  had  relative  t*>  my  profession. 

Q.  Did  you  learn  from  her  that  she  knew  you  had  been 
summoned  to  be  a  Witness  at  this  House  ? 

A.  She  knew  it  from  reading  the  paper  yesterday.' 

Q.  Did  she  inform  you  that  she  knew  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  she  did. 

Q>  Wl,'U  did  your  family  consist  of  at  the  time  you 
went  to  the  sea- side  ? 

A.  At  that  time  my  family  consisted  of  three  childien. 
Q.  Was  your  Wife  alive  ?    A.  Yes. 
Q.  She  went  with  you  ? 
A,  Yes,  sua  went  with  me. 

31 1,  C.  Adams,    Were  you  ever  present  at  any  of  the  vi- 
sits 
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sits  you  described  to  have  happened  between  Mrs.  Claike 
and  Mrs.  Faiquhar?    A.  Never. 

Q.  How  then  does  it  happen  that  you  know  thai  great 
familiarity  passed  between  them  ?, 

A.  Though  1  have  not .  been  present  in  the  100m  with 
them,  I  ha\e  seen  them  meet'  together  at  my  door,  and  they 
have  addiessed  each  other  with  great  familiarity.  1 

Lord  Folkstone.  Have  you  seen  that  Mrs.  Clarke 
lately  ? 

A.  Th»s  evening  in  tie  Lobby  ;  but  not  to  speak  to  her. 
Q.  This  is  the  same  Mrs.  Clarke  who  used  to  visit  this 
Mis.  Faiquhar  ? 
*A.  The  \eiy  same. 

Q,  Has  Mrs.  Faiquhar  been  in  your  family  at  any  period 
since  that  t»me  ? 

A.  Not  since  she  left  my  •  sen  ice  in  the  month  of  May 
1802* 

Chancellor  (if  the  'Exchequer.  In  what  situation  in  your 
family  did  Mis.  Farquhar  live  ? 

A.  As  Nurserymaid. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  Farquhar  here  ? 

A*  I  saw  her  pass  thiough  the  Lubby  this  evening  ;  but 
not  to  speak  to  her. 

[Mis.  Rivery  was  cabled  in.] 

Mr.  Ellis.    This  is  Mis.  Farquhar. 

Mrs,  FA  VERY  was  examined  by  the  Committee,  as 

follows  : 

Q.  Is  that  the  Mr.  Ellis  whom  you  represented  as  a  Car- 
penter the  other  night  ? 

A*  Yes,  it  is ;  I  had  no  other  motive  in  disguish  %  Mr. 
Ellis  than  my  respect  for  the  family,  to  burg  a  gentleman 
from  the  pulpit  to  the  bar. 

Q.  What  is  your  name  ? 

A,  My  name  is  Fa  very. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  called  by  the  name  of" 
Favery?    A.  Always. 

Q1  Have  you  not  been  called  by  any  othei  name  ? 

A.  I  took  her  name  by  Mrs.' Clarke's  permission;  I 
asked  her  if  I  might,  and  she  said  yes,  I  might  take  that 

name 


(    $12  ) 

name  If  4|  pleased  ;  th£t  I  jnigh't^et,  nywe  respect  s&ewn . 
me. 

6.  Wfe?n,-was'  tkafrS* 
^f.  Some  )«ats  ago, 
Q.  How  lo&>§  4go  9. 

A.  Ten  years'  agar  it t»  betweaivsix^and  $esexi  years 
ago  bine*  I  Jjy^eti  wjth  Wr,>  Ellis;, 

Q.  Jlo\y  jjpng-  havevyavu  bees  acquainted  with  Mrs. 
Clarke  ? 

Jf.  pver  since  she  was  tnarriedi 
£.,*Hpw,  long  is  tha,u2 

It  is*twelve  or  thirteen  years  ago  ;  1  cannot,  exact- 

Jy&ay. 

Q.  Were  you  in  Mis- Clarke's  Service  -when  you;  desired 
you  might  take  her  name  r 
A,  Yes,  «I*was. 

Q.  And  tfyatyou  might  gain  more  respect,  she  tai<h  you, 
to  take  her,f&ff\Jy  name  when  you' were  living  in  her  ser- 
vice *   A.  sYes» 

Q.  Jla<f  you  ever  taken  that  name  befoie?    A.  No. 

Q:  vVhat  nannrfe  did  y'ou^o  by  before. 

XA  £lways\my  own  name. 

0.  W  hat  was  i  hat  name  ?         Fa  very. 

Q*  Flow  long, is  it, that  you  have  dropped  the  name  of 
Farquhar,  and  taken  to  the  more  ordmaiy  name,  of 
Fave^y  ? 

/A*  lam  not  oblige?,  to  answer  those  questions  :  I  did 
not  ceme  hei.e  on  thai  account. 

[  The  Chairman  dhecte.d  the  Witness  to  arswer  the  question.] 

Q.  How  long  is  it  that  }ou  have  dropped  the  name  of 
Faiquhar,  c*nvl  taken  to  the  more  ordinary  name  of  Favery  ? 

A.  1  might  take  it  if  I  pleased  ;  I  uas  not  forced  to  take 
Mis.  Ci  a  ike's  name  ;  she  told  me  1  might,  if  I  pleased,  and 
I  d'd  it. 

Q.  Whin  did  \ou  drop  the  name  of  Faiquhai,  and  take 
sgum  the  luune  of  Favcry  ? 

A,  When  1  v\cn*bi»tk  to  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  Was  that  that  you  might  have  moie  i  expect  fiom  the 
name  of  Faveiy,  oi  out  of  ddicac-y  to  IVJrs.Ciaike's  family  i 

A,  Lloie  to  Mis.  Claikc's  family  than  to  myself.  * 

(2.1 
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Q.  I  think  you  just  told  me,  that  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  fa- 
mily it  was,  that  fof  the  sake  of  having  more  respect  you 
dropped  the  name  or  Favery,  and  took  the  name  of  Far- 
^juhar  ? 

y/.  I  hat  was  to  go  to  Mr.  Ellis's;  it  was  when  I  went 
there  ;  and  when  I  went  back  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  I  told  you 
my  name  was  Faveiy. 

Q.  Was  it  not  to  disguise  from  the  family  of  Mrs.  Clarke 
that  your  name  was  Farquhar,  that  you  took  the  name  of- 
Favery  ? 

A.  No,  I  had  no  cause  to  disguise  myself  m  any  po  nt 
whatever;  I  have  never  done  any  thing  that  I  was  ashamed 
or  afraid  of;7  I  had  no  call  to  disguise  myself  in  any  point 
whatever. 

Q.  Where  does  )our  father  live  ? 

A.  In  his  grave; 

Q  Where  did  he  live  ?    A.  In  Scotland. 

Q«  What  name  did  he  go  by  ?    A:  Faveiy. 

Q.  Has  your  mother  ma  rued  since  youi  lather  died  f 

A*  My  mother  is  dead. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  she  is  dead  ? 

A.  Some  years  ago. 

Q.  How  many  years  ago  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect,  such  questions  as  that  put  to  me. 
Q.  Did  your  mother  die  before  youi  father  ? 
A,  No  my  father  died  flist  and  my  mother  afterwards. 
Q.  Were  you  come  to  England  betore  your  mother 
died  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Weie  you  in  Mr.  ElliA  service  before  she  died  ? 
A.  No. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  go  to  see  your  mother  when  you  were  In 
Mr.  Ellis's  service  ? 
A.  Nq  I  did  not, 

Q.  Did  you  continue  in  Mr.  EIhs*s  service  from  the  first 
time  you  went  intoit  till  the  last  time  you  quitted  it,  with- 
out inteiruption 

A*  I  went  away  fiom  Mr.  Ellis*  s  ;  Mis  Clarke  came  for 
me  in  a  coach,  with  her  sister,  and  desired  me  to  come  to  her. 
child,  which  was  ill,  Miss  M.uy  Anne;  I  went  up  to  Hemp- 
stead to  her;  I  said  to  Mr,  Ellis  that  I  wished  to  go  awav  ; 

No.  XXV.— V©1.  2.  E  e       '  h« 
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he  said  for  what  reason  ?  I  said  my  mother  was  ill,  and  I 
wished  to  lea"*e  ;  that  was  not  so,  but  I  did  not  wish  to  offend 
Mr.  Ellis;  and  1  went  to  Mrs.  Claike  again,  and  staid  with 
her  some  time',  and  then  went  back  to  Mr.  Ellis's. 

Q.  And  you  told  Mi.  Ellis  when  you  went  back;  you 
had  been  nursing  your  sick  mothei  ?    A  Yes. 

Q.  Who  was  it  you  used  to  vibit  near  Tavistock-placo, 
•when  you  were  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  1  never  visited  any  body  there  while  I  was  with  Mr. 
Elhs  ;  1  did  not  know  Tavistock-place  at  that  tune. 

Q.  Who  was  it  you  used  to  represent  to  Mr.  Ellis  as 
your  Mother,  that  you  wanted  to  go  and  see  when  you 
wanted  to  go  out  ? 

A,  Mis  Clarke  and  her  childien,  and  no  one  ehe ;  and 
if  she  was  here  she  would  lepiesent  the  same. 

Q.  You  lepresenled  that  as  a  visit  to  \  our  Mother  ? 

A.  Yes,  hecaus:e  I  did  not  wish  to  tell  him  I  was  going 
theie. 

•Q.  You  told  him  your  Mothei'a  name  was  Mrs.  Far- 
quhar  ? — A.  1  did  not  tell  him,  because  he  never  asked  me. , 
Wl  eie  did  Mis.  Clarke  live  at  that  timeP 
A,  At  Hampstead. 
Q.  Not  m  Tavistock- place  ? 

A.  No,  she  did  not ;  and  i  did  not  knew  Tavistock-place 
at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  use  to  tell  Mr.  Ellis  you  were  going  to 
Hampstead  ? 

A*  Only  once,  and  he  gave  me  lea\e  to  go. 

Q.  Wheie  did  you  use  to  tell  him  ycu  weie  gonig  to  ? 

A.  I  >neVer  told  him  any  wbtie|be  never  put  those 
questions  to  me;  it  was  not  above  once  a  month,  or  once 
in  six  weeks  that  I  did  go -out. 

Q.  Did  you  e\er  live  with  Mrs.  Claike  in  Tavistock- 
place  ?  v 

A.  I  lived  with  hei  mother,  and  she  lived  there  too  some 
time  after  that. 

Q.  Aie  you  any  relation  of  Mrs.  Claike's? 

A.  That  is  not  a  question  to  put  to  me  upon  the  busi- 
ness. 

[The, Chairman  directed  the  Witness  to  attend 
to  the  questions^;  and  w  answer^  them  in  a 

manner 
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manner  becoming  the  dignity  of  the  Com- 
mittee.] 

Q.  Aie  you  any  relation  of  Mrs.  Glaike's  ? 

A.  No,  I  am  not  a  relation  to  her. 

Q.  Whit  objection  had  you  to  answer  that  question  ? 

A.  Because  I  think  there  is  no  reason  to  put  me  such., 
question*  as  that,  that  aie  not  upon  the  business  I  was 
hi  ought  here  upon. 

Q  Did  you  nev^r  tell  any  body  that  you  were  a  rela- 
tion of  Mrs. Clarke's? 

A.  No,  I  dp  not  think  that  I  ever  did. 

Q.  Can  you  have  any  doubt  o(  that  ? — A.  Yes,  I  can* 

Q,  How  c&me  you  to  doubt  about  it? 

A.  I  lived  with  Mrs.   Clarke,  to  be  sure ;  I  know 
what  you  want  to   bun?  forward,  and  I  vwll  bung  it  for- 
ward myself;  1  suppose  about  my  being  married  to  Mr. 
Walme&Iey. 

Q.  If  you  have  any  t}ung  to  bnng  fonvaid  about  Mr. 
Walmesley  I  shall  be  v-ry  glad  to  heai  it  ? 

A.  I  was  married  *o  thlb  mm,  and  I  marned  m  the 
name  of  Fatquhai  ;  he  was  a, -named  man,  and  I  would  not 
live  with  him  ;  he  had  a  wite  before  me,  and  I  nevei  coha- 
bited with  him  when  I  knew  of  U. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  marry  him  in  the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A.  I  spoke  to  Mis.  Clarke  upon  it,  and  said,  I  am  gofn^ 
to  be  iriarned  ;  she  said,  To  whom?  1  said,  To  a  coal- 
merchant  ;  which  1  thougnU he  was  at  the  tune,  but  I  was 
deceived  ;  she  said,  I  would  not  h<ive  him  ;  i  said,  I  will, 
and  I  was  married  to  him,  I  married  in  the  name  of  Fai- 
quhar. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  marry  in  the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A,  Because  i  had  left  Mrs.  Clarke;  she  had  not  anv 
money  to  give  me,  and  she  said  it  I  could  get  any  thing; 
upon  credit  I  might  take  it  in  her  mother's*  nam<  ,  and  bo  I 
did  ;  and  I  took  bills  in,  the  name  of  Mrs.  Fdiquhai,  and 
Mrs.  Farquhar  paid  them. 

Q.  When  wab  this? 

A.  Three  ^ears  ago  ;  I  left  Mrs.  Clarke  at  the  time. 
Q.  Jt  was  upon  that  occasion  Mrs.  Ciaike  permitted  you 
to  take  the  name  of  Fa  1  quhar  ? 

Ee2  A.  No 
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A*  No,  before  that  she  permitted  me,  1  assure  you. 
Q.  Ihtfi  }ou  went  by  the  name  of  Farquhar  before  you 
manied  ? 

A.  Yes,,  I  did, 

Q.  How  long  did  you  live  with  yotir  husband  ? 
A.  Four  months;  no  longer.. 

Q.  Did  ycu  e\er  represent  to  your  husband  that  you 
weie  related  to  Mis.  Clarke  ? 
A.  Nc?  1  never  did. 

Q,  That  you  are  positive  of.  1 

A.  Yes,  I  never  did  indeed,  do  that,  because  he  asked 
me  seveial  times,  and  I  told  him,  no,  though  I  went  by 
that  name  I  was  not  related  to  M».  Claikc. 

Q.  How  came  the  real  Mrs.  Faiquhar  to  pay  so  many 
bills  for  }©u,  which  you  drew  in  her  name  ? 

A.  Because  1  lived  with  her  daughter,  and  she  gave  me 
no  money  ;  I  never  had  above  ten  pounds  of  her  m  my  life  : 
I  had  only  ten  pounds  of  her  all  the  time  she  lived  with  his 
■Koval' Highness  m  that  house. 

A.  Did  Mrs.  Claike  never  pay  you  more  than  ten  pounds 
foi  all  your  services? 

Q.  No,  once  she  gave,  me  five  pounds,  but  never  more  than 
iineen  pounds  altogether  during  the  time  she  lived, with  his 
Rojal  Highness. 

g.  But  before  t\e  time  she  lived  with  his  Royal  High- 
ness ? 

A.  Yes,  then  I  have  been  paid  very  well,  but  I  did  not 
live  always  with  Mis.  Clarke. 

Q.  You  are  not  Mrs.  Farquhar's  daughter? 

A.  No,  I  positively  am  not  Mis.  Farquhar's  daughter. 

Q,  Are  you  not  Mrs.  Farquhai's  husband's  daughter 
by  a  former  wife  ? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  you  that  question,  but  I  am  not  the 
pie«ent  Mrs.  Faiquhai's  daughter,  I  can  assuie  }ou. 

Q.  Cannot  )ou  answei  that  question  ? 

A.  No  I  cannot,  indeed. 

Q.  Why  cannot  you  answer  it  ? 

A.  Supposing  I  did  not  know  my  mother  nor  my  father ; 
I  cannot  answer  to  that;  I  cannot  tell  what  they  did  with 
me  when  I  was  young  ;  I  cannot  answer  such  a  question  as 
that ;  it  is  impossible'. 

Q.  How 
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Q,  How  old  were  you  when  your  father  died  ? 
A.  I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell  you;  I  do  not  know  my  own 
age  now. 

Q.  Were  you.  an  infant  when  your  father  died  ? 

A*  I  believe  I  was  ;  I  did  not  know  my  own  father. 

Q,  Nor  your  mother  ? 

A.  I  do  hotknow  that  I  knew  my  mother. 

Q.  Which  died  first  ? 

A.  I  believe  my  father  died  first,  as  far  as  I  have  heard  ; 
I  cannot  say  to  it. 

Q.  Did  you  know  your  mother  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  my  mother. 

Q.  Did  your  father  marry  again  ? 

A.  1  cannot  answer  to  that  question  ;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not  know  whether  youi 
father  married  again? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  answer  to  that  question. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  Mrs.  Farquhar  say  that  you  wera 
the  daughter  of  her  husband  by  a  former  wife  ? 

A.  No,  I  never  did. 

Q.  But  you  will  not  state  that  you  were  not  the  daugh- 
ter of  Mrs.  Farquhar's  husband  by  a  former  wife? 

A,  I  cannot  say  any  thing  about  it,  but  I  can  say  I  am 
not  this  Mis/  Farquhai's  daughter;  that!  can  answer  to. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Walmesley  was  summoned  to 
be  a  witness  at  this  bar  to  night  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not  know  it. 

Q.  You  had  not  heard  so  ? 

A.  No,  I  have  not  been  told  so. 

Q.  Have  you  not  seen  it  in  the  paper? 

A.  Indeed  I  have  not  seen  the  paper  to  (lay  nor  yesterday 
neither. 

Q.  Did  you  happen  to  know  that  Mr.  Ellis  was  sum- 
moned as  a  witness  ? — A.  Yes. 
Q.  Mow  did  you  know  that  ? 

A.  I  went  to  beg  his  pardon;  I  did  not  wish  to  bring  him 
into  it  at  all,  because  I  thought  it  quite  un  necessary  to  bung 
him  in. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  Mr,  Ellis  was  summoned  to  h% 
a  witness  at  this  bar  ? 

A»  Yes?  I  knew  that  he  was.  summoned  to  be  here. 

E  e  3  Q.  D© 
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Q.  Do  you  me~an  that  you  did  know,  or  that  you  did  no^ 
know  ? 

A.  I  did  know,  because  I  went  to  Mr.  Ellis's  last  night. 

Q.  Did  you  know  before  you  went  to  him  last  night  ? 

A.  I  was  told  that  be  was  in  the  paper,  and  I  said  I  was 
very  sorry  that  he  should  be  put  into  the  paper  on  my  ac- 
count. 

Q.  Who  told  you  so  ? — A.  My.  Mistress. 
Q.  Mrs*  Claike  told  you  so  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  had  no  motive  whatever  for  disguising  Mr. 
Ellis,  but  only  his  family. 

Q.  Had  you  told  Mrs.  Clarke  you  had  represented  Mr. 
Ellis  to  be  a  Carpenter  ? 

A,  I  toid  her  last  night. 

Q.  Not  till  last  night  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q,  Aie  you  quite  sure  you  did  not  tell  Mrs.  Clarke  be- 
fore last  night  ? 

A.  I  told  her  I  had  so  represented  Mr.  Ellis;  she  said, 
Why  did  you  do  it  ?  I  said  I  did  not  wish  to  bring  him  for-' 
ward  in  the  House.  , 

Q.  If  you  had  represented  him  to  be.  a  Clergyman,  and 
represented  your  story  tiul^,  how  would  that  have  brought 
him  foi  ward  ? 

A,  I  had  no  motive  whatever  for  it,  but  to  screen  Mr. 
'Ellis. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  the  wish  to  screen  any 
pei son  is  a  sufficient  reason  with  you  for  representing  the 
fact  different  than  the  tiuth  ? 

ji.  That  was  my  motive,  and  no  other,  to  keep  Mr.  El- 
lis out  of  the  Paper. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  wish  to  screen  any  person 
h  a  sufficient  reason  with  you  for  representing  the  fact  dif- 
ferent than  the  tiuth  ? 

A.  Yes,  that  was  it ;  I  wished  to  screen  Mr.  Ellis  in  every 

point. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  often  Mrs.  Clarke  called  upon 
30U  while  you  were  living  with  Mr!  Eifis  ?  ( 
A.  I  believe  once,  and  her  sister  Miss  Isabel  Faiquha-r. 
Q.  Only  once  No. 
Q.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? 

At  Once 
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A.  Once  Miss  Taylor  called  upon  me,  and  Mr.  John 
Clarke's  wife  ;  I  never  had  any  body  but  twice  there* 

Q  Never  any  body  called  upon  you  bat  these  four  .per-, 
sons  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  recollect  any  body  else  calling  upon 
roe. 

Q,  Did  Miss  Taylor  call  upon  you  alone  ? 
A.  No,  there  was  Mr.  John  Clarke's  wife  with  her. 
Q.  Was  that  the  Miss  Taylor  who  has  been  here? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  she  come  upon  a  visit  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  she  only  called  to  see  me,  and  to  tell  me  Mrs. 
Claike  wanted  to  see  me  as  soon  as  possible;  I  told  her  I 
could  not  come  out. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Miss  Taylor  before  she  called  upon 
you  ? — A.  O,  yes, 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  her  ? 

A*  Nine  or  ten  years  ;  she  lived  at  Bayswater,  and  they 
liad  a  house  in  Ormond-strect. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mrs*  Clarke's  ever  living  with  a  per- 
son of  the  name  of  Ogilvy  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  she  never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  know  such  a  person  ?  * 

A.  I  have  seen  him  ;  a  lusty  Gentleman ;  I  have  seen 
him  in  Tavistock  place,  two  or  three  times. 

Mr.  B.  Batkur&t.  Q.  Had  you  any  character  given  you 
when  you  went  to  live  with  Mr.  Ellis  Yes,  I  had. 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  character  given  ? 

A.  Mrs.  Clarke  or  her  sister  ;  I  do  not  know  which  gave 

it. 

Q.  Under  what  name  was  that  character  given  ? 
A*  In  the  name  of  Farquhar. 

Sir  T.  Turion.  Q.  Was  the  person  whom  you  represent- 
ed as  Mr.  Ellis,  that  you  lived  with  as  a  Caipenter,  the  per- 
son whom  you  also  represented  as  keeping  a  Lmen-Jrapei's 
shop  at  the  other  end  of  the  town  ? 

A.  I  nevei  tepiesented  such  a  thing. 

Q.  Did  you  represent  that  Mr.  Eihs  to  iceep  a  shop  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  is  that  statement  that  you  made,  wholly  untrue^ 
and  a  fabrication  of  your  own  ? 

A.  It 


(   320  ) 


-4.  It  is  quite  untrue  that  he  was  a  Caipenter,  he  was  a 
Gentleman  ;  but  I  did  not  wish,  as  I  have  befoie  said,  to 
bung  him  forward  ;  it  was  a  fabrication  of  my  own  doing, 
on  .puipose  that  I  would  not  bung  him  forwaid. 

Q.  Was  it  a  fabrication  as  to  the  statement  that  he  kept 
a  shop  ? 

A,  He  never  kept  a  shop,  to  my  knowledge  ;  he  is  a 
Gentleman,  as  I  told  you  before. 

Q.  Do  you  now  recollect  in  what  street  he  lived  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  last  night,  when  I  went  there  ;  I  was 
two  or  three  hours  finding  the  place  out  ;  though  I  had  a 
coach  to  Cfieapside,  I  could  not  find  it  out  when  the  coach 
put  me  down  ;  I  never  was  at  Mr,  Ellis's  since  I  left  him 
till  now. 

Q.  How  long  in  truth  did  you  live  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  I  believe,  as  near  as  I  can  say,  two  years ;  I  lived 
■with  him  twice. 

Q,  During  the  time  you  lived  with  Mr.  Ellis,  did  he 
change  his  residence  ? — A,  No  never. 

Q,  You  are  quite  sure  of  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  am  quite  sure  of  that,  because  I  found  him 
where  I  left  him. 

Q.  Were  you  sent  with  the  children  to  Brighton  or  to  the 
sea-side*  by  yourself ? 

A*  No  I  went  with  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Ellis  there  ;  1  went  to 
Hampstead  by  myself  with  the  children,  when  they  had  the 
measles,  by  Mr.  and  Mrs".  Ellis's  orders  ;  but  I  did  not 
mention  that  before;  I  never  thought  of  it. 

Q.  You  have  said,  that  your  Father  Ined  in  Scotland;  ia 
what  pait  of  Scotland  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know  in  what  part  he  lived. 

General  Loftus.  Q.  You  have  stated,  that  you  did  not 
wish  Mr.  Ellis  to  know  where  you  were  going  to  when  you 
•went  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  ;  what  was  your  reason  for  wibhing 

that?  ,  ^  ,  ' 

A.  I  had  no  motive5  only  people  do  not  like  to  have  their 
child i en  taken  about ;  not  that  1  suppose  Mr.  Ellis  had  any 
reason  to  suppose  I  should  do  any  thing  with  his  children 
or  any  thing  that  would  hurt  them. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  where  you  married  ? — J*  Yes. 

Q*  Wher® 
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Q,  Where  ?~ A.  At  Woolwich  Church. 

Q,  By  the  name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A,  Yes,  it  is  three  yeais  ago. 

Q,  Have  you  any  relations  m  town  ? 
,  A.  I  do  not  know  thdt  I  hav€  any  relations,  or  any  ac- 
quaintance ;  hardly  two;  I  keep  no  company,  I  hardly  see 
any  one. 

[The  Witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

CHARLES  GREENWOOD,  Esq.  was  called  in  ; 
and  a  copy  of  a  letter  being  shewn  to  him,  he  was  exa- 
mined as  follows: 

Jfr.  Huskmon.    Q.  Is  that  in  jour  hand-writing? 
A.  Y^s,  it  is. 

W-  r>P  you  know  what  that  paper  is      -  A.  Yes,  I  do, 
Q.  State  to  the  Committee  what  it  is. 
A*  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Mis.  Clarke,  after 
the  Duke  had  separated  from  her. 
Q.  Written  by  whom  ? 
,A.~By  the  Duke  of  York. 

Q.  Did  you  take  this  copy  from  the  original  letter  so  sent? 
I  did.  - 

Q.  You  perfectly  recollect  that  this  is  a  correct  copy  *o£ 
the  contents  of  the  letter  Ro  sent  ? 

.  A,  \  conclude  it  was,  I  believe  it  isa  correct  copy  ;  I 
do  not  recollect  comparing  it  with  the  original  afterwards. 

Q.  You  copied  this,  in  your  own  hand-writing  from  the 
Du.kje's  lettei  l—A.  Yes,  I  did. 

[The  letter  was  read.] 

,(  You  must  recollect  the  occasion  which  oblige!  me,  above 
"  seven -months  ago,  t,o  employ  my  Solicitor  m  a  Salt  with  which, 
"  I  was  then  threatened  on  your  account  ,  the  xesult  of  those 
"  inquiries  first  gave  me  reason  to  form  an  unfavouiable  opinion 
"  of  your  conduct  ;  you  cannot  theiefore  accuse  me  of  rashly 
"  or  hastily  cL  cidmg  against  you  r  But  aftei  the  proofs  which 
"  have  at  last  been  brought  forward  to  me,  and'  which  it  is  lia- 
"  possible  for  you  to  conti overt,  Ioueit^to  my  own  chaiacter 
f<  and  situation  to  abide  by  the  lesolution  which  I  have  taken, 
**  and  fiom  which  it  is  impossible  forme  to  iecede,  An  interview 

"  between 
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**  brtween  us  must  be  a  painful  tas'c  to  both,  and  can  be  of  m 
*<  p3*sible  advantage  to  you  -} — Itheiefoie  must  dechiie  it." 
"  Indo)sed. 
"  Copy  of  a  Nole  suppled  to  have 

"  been  written  by  the  D-     ■  ~,} 
"  May,  J80G. 

Lord  Folk st one,  Q.  Do  )Ome:ollect  the  date  of  that 
lettei  ?< — ,A.  Indeed  i  do  not. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  it  was  after  the  sepaiation,  how 
lont?  aftei wards?— A.  Immediately.' 
-  Q.  Is  that  docket,  at  the  back  of  it,  your  hand-u  nting  ? 

A.  No,  it  is  not. 

Q.  Was  this  lettei  written  at  the  peiiod  of  the  separa- 
tion, to  announce  the  separation,  or  subsequent  ? 

A,  It  was  upon  the  separation,  immediately  after  ;  I 
believe,  hisRoval  Highness  nevei  saw  her  afterwauls. 

Q.  Had  he  been  in  the  habit  of  seeing  her  up  to  th« 
time  when  this  letter  was  written  ? 

A.  I  really  do  not  know  that,  I  rather  think  that  with- 
in thiee  or  four  days  he  had  seen  her. 

Mr.  C.Adam, — A.  At  whose  desire  was  the  copy  of 
that  letter  taken  ? 

A.  At  his  Royal  Highnesses  desire. 

Q.  Has  it  been  in  your  possession  ever  s;nce  ? 

A,  I  have  never  seen  it  till  to-night,  I  believe,  from  the 
time  1  took  the  copy. 

Q.  Do  you  know  m  whose  possession  it  has  been  ? 

A,  I  leally  do  not. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  give  it  after  taking  a  copy  of  it  ? 

A.  I  left  it  with  the  Duke  ot  York. 

[/i  lettei  sent  by  Mrs*  Clay  he  s>?ue  she  left  the  House, 
being  shewn  to  the  TVitwessS]  Q.  Do  >ou  believe  that  to 
be  the  Duke  oi  York's  hand-wi  iting      A.  I  believe  it  is. 

(2.  Will  you  look  at  the  aduiess  of  that,  do  you  know 
that  hand- writing  \—A.  No,  I  do  not  at  all, 

[The  Witness  looked  at  another  letter. ~\  Q.  Whose  hand- 
wnting  i«  that  ?  * 

A.  I'thnk  this  is  the  same  hand-writing  as  the  fast. 
.  [Afiothei  letter  being  shewn  toth;  Witness.']  Q.  Do  you 
believe' that  to  be  the  Duke  ofYork's  hand-wi  itsng  ? 

A*  i  believe  it  is, 

[Another* 


'be 
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"Another  letter  being  shewn  to  the  Witness."]  Q.  Do  yom 
ieve  ihd\  to  be  the  Duke  of  York's  hand-wi  iting'  ? 
A.  1  think  that  is  the  same  hand-wn  tint*. 
<g.  Do  you  know  General  Ciavenng's  hdnd-vfrriting? 
A.  No,  1  do  not. 

[The  following  letters  were  read. J 

"  Without  being  mfoimed  to  what  amount  you  may  wish  for 
"  assistance,  it  is  imposib'e  for  me  to  say  how  far  it  is  in  my 
At  ,pov,  ci  to\v  of  use  to  yoa." 

"  tiiday  Moining  ' 
Add  jessed 

«  Mib.  Clarke,  I\°  9,  Old  Euilington  stieet  » 

4<  If  it  could  be  of  the  least  advantage  to  eithei  of  us,  I  should 
"  not  lies  tatem  co  >  r-lymg  uith  youi  wish  to  see  me  ;  but  aS  a 
"  mee^ng  mn<;r,  1  si  ouid  think,  be  pamful  to  both  of  us,  under 
il  the  piescnt  c  i  omittances,  I  must  decline  it" 
Addiessed. 

"  Mis.  Ciaike, 

"  N°_18,  Gloucestei -place,  Portman- square  " 

"  October  21,  1806." 
*'  It  is  totally  out  of  my  powei  to  he  able  to  give  you  the  assis- 
4i  tatice  which  you  hiem  to  expect  " 
Addressed  : 
«  Mis,  Ciaike,  . 

"  Southampton.9' 

114 

.  S  E. 

A.  24 

806 

*'  I  enter  fully  into  your  sentiments  concerning  your  children 
4t  but,  cannot  undeitake  what  I  am  not  suie  of  perfoiming. 

"  With  regard  to  Weyb*  idgc,  1  tbmk  that  you  had  better 
"  remove  your  furniture,  and  then  direct  the  pcisov  who  a  as  tint- 
61  Jpioifed  io  take  ihe  House,  to  giGe  it  up  again." 
'  Add  sensed : 
"  Mis.  Clarke, 
"  ls°  18,  Gloucester-place,  Poitman-square. 

(To  Mr.  Greenwood)    Q.  Were  you  Jn  the  fiequent  ha** 
l)it  of  copying  His  Royal  Ihghness's  letterb  ,? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Did  His  Royal  Highness  give  you  any  particular  rea- 
%qu  iov  wishing  }ou  tD  copy  thib  letter? 

J.  I 
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A.  t  think  I  was  with  the  Duke  of  York  at  the  time  he 
fj  urote  that  letter,  and  as  he  generally  copies  betters  that  he 
does  write  himself,  that  I  undertook  to  copy  it,  to  jsave  him 
the  trouble.      ,  [The  Witness  withdrew. 

MRS,  JACOB  was  next  called  in,  and  ^examined  by 
the  Committee  as  follows : 

Mr.  Wat  die.  Q.  Does  the  witness  know  Mr.  Nichols, 
of  Hampstead  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  she  related  to  him  ? — A  Yes,  I  am  his  niece. 

Q.  Has  she  had  any  transaction  respecting  property  with 
him  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  State  as  nearly  as  you  can  what  the  particulars  of  that 
transaction  were — 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that  cer- 
tainly it  was  competent  for  the  Honourable  Member 
to  go  into  any  examination  that  might  fairly  tend  to  im- 
peach ?he evidence  of  Mr.  Nichols;  but  he  wished 
that  the  Honourable  Gentleman  Mould,  before  he  would 
enter  into  any  vague  examination,  ascertain  how  far  the 
evidence  of  the  witness  went  to  facts,  and  how  far 
those  facts  were  founded  upon  her  own  knowledge. 
It  would  be  endhss  to  be  hearing  the  opinion  of  one 
individual,  upon  the  merits  of  the  testimony  of  ano- 
ther, 

Mr,  WardLe  said,  that  he  was  willing  to  state  to 
the  House  what  was  the  amount  of  the  evidence  he  ex- 
pected to  get  from  the  witness.  He  had  been  informed 
that  Nichols,  in  order  to  come  at  a  property  to  which 
the  witness  was  entitled,  had  made  an  affidavit  that 
she  was  dead.  This  was  the  fact  to  which  he  called 
her* 

Mr.  Bracge  Bathurst  suggested  the  propriety  of 
ascertaining,  by  a  private  communication,  how  far  the 
witness  could  speak  to  that  fact  from  her  own  knowledge 
(Mr.  Wardle  left  the  House  and  returned  immediately 
afier,  and  stated  that  he  should  not  call  the  witness, 
as  what  he  had  to  communicate  respecting  the  fact, 

she 
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she  had  fro^n  the  knowledge  of  her  lawyers)  her  ex#> 
amination  was  then  ordered  to  be  expunged  from  t;h@ 
minutes. 

CHARLES  TAYLOR,  Esq,  a  Member  of  the  House, 
attending  in  his  place,  was  Examined  by  The  Com* 
mittee,  as  follows:  ' 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  General  Clavering's  hamf* 
writing  ? — A,  Yes  I  do, 

Q<  Are  you  acquainted  with  his  hand-writing  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  am. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  see  General  Clavering  write  ? 
A.  How  could  I  pobbibly  assert  I  knew  his  writing,  if  X 
had  not. 

[The  Letter  was  read,  dated  the  8th  of  February  18@8  :]  ~ 

"  Li  miner's  Hotel,  Co  nd  ait-street,  8th  Fsbmaty* 

«  My  dear  Mis.  C  ,  £  P.  M  » 

'*  I  have  just  heard  that  you  had  it  in  contemplation  to  sub- 
"  pcerta  me  Before  the  House  of  Commons  :  the/  report  I  hope 
il  is  unfounded  j  at  all  events,  /  am  particularly  td  beg,  that  you 
"  will  take  every  cm  e  that  my  namr  even  be  m  no  shape  what- 
«'  ever,  or  on  any  account ,  brought  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
*«  As  being  a  family  tn<*n,the  woiid  would  be  mcl>ned  to  attii- 
<£  bute  motives  to  oUi  acquaintance,  which,  though  not  existing, 
«•  all  the  arguments  mthe  universe  would  not  persuade  them  to 
a  the  contrary. 

"  With  gieat  regard,  truly  yours, 

'  «  H.M.  Clawing." 
"  Mrs.  Clarke,  "  In  haste,  6  P.  M.»» 

«  Westboura-place,  Sioane-street.  " 

THOMAS  LOWTEN,  Esq.  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  The  Committee  y  as  follows  : 

$ir  T.  Turten.—Q.  You  are  a  Solicitor  ? 

A,  I  am  an  Attorney  at  Law  and  Solicitor. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  being  employed  by  Mr.  Adam  m 
the  year  J  805  to  make  any  inquiries  relating  to  Mrs, 
CUrke  ? 

A.  I  do.    The  first  application  to  me  upon  that  subject 
No.  XXV.— Vol.  2.  Ff  was 
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was  ffiom  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of^YorL  in  the 
ftionth  of  October  1805,  in  consequence  of  a  letter  which 
had  been  written  to  him.  'I  'had  the  hujiour  to  see  his 
Royal  Highness,  and  he  communicated  to  me  the  business 
in  which' he  wished  me  to  be  employed,  and  I  acted  piofes- 
sionally  and  confidentially  for  him  upon  that  occasion. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  such  inquiries  did  you  receive  any 
and  what  proofs  that  Mis.  Clarke  had  made  use  of  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York's  name  to  raise  mo- 
ney ? 

A,  I  cannot  say  that  I  did  in  any  inquiries  that  I,  made, 
discover  that  she  had  made  use  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik's 
name  to  raise  money.  It  appeared  to  me  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  protection  she  had  fiom  the  Duke  of  York, 
and  the  way  She  lived,  many  persons  were  induced  to  trust 
her  fuither  than  I  think  they  would  have  done,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  that  protection. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  that  inquiry  did  any  pecuniary 
transaction  turn  out,  in  "Which  Mrs.  Clarke  was  concerned, 
that,  in  vour  opinion,  injuied  in  any  degieethe  character 
of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  My  inqunies  upon  that  occasion  were  not  directed 
to  the  puipose  of  knowing  what  tiansactions  she  had  with 
respect  to  money  concerns,  they  were  of  a  nature  which 
regarded  Mrs.  Clarke's  husband  and  her  family  rather 
than  the  mode  in  which  she  acquired  money. 

Q.  Do  1  understand  you  to  say  you  were  not  directed 
by  Mr.  Adam  to  investigate  the  circumstance  of  any 
pecuniary  transaction  in  which  the  use  of  the  Duke  of 
York's  name  had  been  made  ? 

A.  1  do  not  particuiaily  recollect  that  Mr.  Adam  ever 
directed  me  to  inquire  paiticulaily  as  to  any  transaction  in 
which  the  Duke  of  York's  name  was  made  use  of  with  ic- 
spect  to  money;  he  had  communication  upon  that  subject 
with  a  Gentleman  who  was  more  at  liberty  to  go  about 
than  I  was,  which  was  Mr.  Wilkinson. 

Q.  Do  not  you  recollect  Mr.  Adam  stating  to  you, 
that  he  consideied  the  conduct  of  Mis.  Clarke  had  been 
^ery  incorrect  in  pecuniary  transactions,  in  the  use  of  the 
!>uke  of  York's  name  ? 

A.  I  do  iwt  recollect  it. 

Q.  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  stating  upon  paper  the  result  of  your' 
investigation  of  the  inquiries  to  his  Royal  Highness  the. 
Duke  of  York? 

A.  In  the  beginning  of  the  month  of  May  1806,  having 
acquiied  as  much  evidence  as  appealed  to  me  to  be  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  the  Duke  of  York  on  the 
subjection  which  1  was  employed,  those  several  matters 
which  did  so  come  to  my  knowledge  were  reduced  to  writ- 
ing, and,  1  do  not  know  whether  thiough  Mr.  Adam  or 
some  other  person-,  were  communicated  to  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  York. 

Q*  When  you  had  finished  the  examination,  did  you  com- 
municate the  result  of  it  with  the  proofs  to  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A*  I  put  them  into  a  train,  and  they  went  to  his  Royal 
Highness.  I  did  not  deliver  them  myself ;  Iknew  from  his 
Royal  Highness  that  he  had  them. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  deliver  them  to  be  conveyed  to  his 
Royal  Hvghness  ? 

A.  As  to  the  hand,  whether  I  delivered  them  myself,  or 
any  clerk,  or  any  servant,  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Were  they  conveyed  by  yourself  or  any  other  confi- 
dential person? 

A,  I  really  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  the  result,  and  the  documents  upon 
which  that  result  was  founded,  were  communicated  to  his 
Royal  Highness  ? 

A.  I  have  got  in  my  pocket  the  thing  that  I  communi- 
cated to  his  Royal  Highness  ;  I  communicated  all  such 
things  as  appeared  to  rat  to  be  necessary  and  proper. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  the  result,  and  the  documents  upon 
which  thai  icsult  was  founded,  were  communicated  to  hft 
Royal  Hi«hn<  ss  ? 

A>  I  believe  they  weie. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect,  that  with  those  papers  there  were 
any  documents  to  prove  that  any  money  was  raised  in  the 
Duke  of  York's  name,  by  Mrs.  Claike  ? 

A.  I  think  theie  were  not,  but  the  paper  will  speak  for 
itself. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw* 
[The  witness  was  again  called  in.j 

F  f  i  Hon. 
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Hon.  Mr*  Ly  it  let  on,  Q,  Do  you  know  the  Rev.  William 
Williams  j? 

A,  I  know  very  j i tile  of  him  ;  I  remember  him  some 
years  ago  being  abou,t  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  and  veiy 
Uoublesome  to  Mr.  Wra.  Jones,  the  maishal. 

Q*  Have  you  seen  nothing  of  him  lately  ? 

A.  ¥  never  saw  him  till  that  night  he  was  before  this 
Mouse,  for  seven  or  eight  yeais. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  the  Reverend  William  Williams  late* 
ly,  before  he  was  examined,  at  this  Housa  ? 

A>  1       him  about  seven  o'clock  that  evening. 

Was  that  previous  to  his  examination  before  th& 
Committee?    A*  ft  was. 

Q.  Was  no  application  made  to  you  by  Mr.  Williams, 
or  by  you  to  Mr.  Williams,  before  that  ? 

A,  I  had  no  application  from  Mr.  Williams,  nor  did  I 
make  any  to  Mr,  Williams,  nor  did  I  see  Mr.  Williams, 
except  about  three  minutes  in  the  Lobby  about  seven 
o^clock,  before  he  was  examined. 

Q,  Had  you  any  reason  for  thinking  Mr.  Williams 
insane? 

A,  I  was  induced  to  think  very  fhdififerently  of  him?  as 
to  his  character  and  sanity,  seven  or  eight  years  ago,  on 
his  calling  upon  me  ;  I  wrote  to  my  friend  Mr.  Jones,  the 
Marshal,  and  in  answer  1  received  a  letter  from  him  saying/ 
have  nothing  to  do  with  Mr.  Williams,  for  he  is  mad. 

Lord  Motion*    Q.  Do  you  recollect  sending  any  person 
to  Mi.  Nicholls  at  Hampstead^  some  days  ago  ?    A.  I  do. 
~  Q.  Who  was  thai  person  ? 

A.  ft  was  Mr.  Thomas  Wright,  who  lives  upon  Haver- 
stock  Mi  11,  near  Harapstead. 

Q  What  was  the  object  of  sending  Mr.  Wright  to  Mr. 
Nfcholls  upon  that  occasion  ? 

A.  1  sent  Mr.  Wright  to  find  out  where  Mr.  Nicholls 
lived,  as  J  was  told  he  had  removed  from  Hampstead.  to  a 
faim,  and  Mr.  Wnght  being  a  resident  at  Hampstead,  I 
thought  him  most  likely  to  rind  out  where  it  was  he  lived. 

Q.  Why  did  you  wish  to  find  out  were  he  lived  ? 

A.  I  had  received  intimation  by  a  Tetter,  that  Mr.  Ni- 
cholls could  give  material  evidence  as  to  the  matter  of  in* 
quiry  before  this  Honourable  Home, 

Q.  What 
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Q.  W*hat  description  of  evidence  ? 

A.  It- was  respecting  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Mr.  Dowler  living 
at  hib  house  in'  the  ^ears  1807  and  1808. 

Q.  Did  you  wish  to  inquire  after  any  letters  that  were 
supposed  to  be  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Nicholls  ?  n 

A  I  did  not  wish  to  inquire  ,  for  I  knew  nothing  of  any 
letttrs  that  were  m  his  possession  till  he  came  to  be  exammV 
ed  before  this  Honourable  House. 

Q.  In  the  representation  you  made,  of  tile  result  of  the 
inquiries  into  the  conduct  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  any  part  of 
it  that  she  had  raised  money  under  the  real  or  fictitious 
pationageof  military  promotion  ? 

A,  It  did  not  occur  to  me  in  my  enquiry  ;  that  any  such 
transaction  had  taken  place  ;  it  was  not  $art  of  my  enqui- 
ry ;  I  never  bdieved  one  woid  upon  that  subject. 

Mr*  Bankes.  Q.  Have  you  had  any  interview  with  Ge- 
neral Clavenng  dunng  the  course  of  this  enquiry  ? 

A.  On  the  day  that  Geneial  Clavenng  was  first  exami- 
ned, he  called  upon  me  in  the  Temple. 

Q.  Did  he  call  upon  ^ou  previous  to  his  examination  ? 

A,  He  did. 

Q.  What  passed  in  that  conversation  ? 
'  A.  I  will  state  as  nearly  as  T  can  ;  General  Clavenng  when 
he  came  to  me  said,  that  he  had  seen  the*  statement  made 
by  Mrs. Clarke  in  which  his  name  had  been  mentioned  ;  that 
he  could  contradict  that  statement  very  matei  lally ;  he  gave 
me  his  account  of  the  contradiction^  which*  I  made  a  me- 
morandum in  writing  ,  alter  that,  to  my  surprize,  when  I 
came  down  here,  General  Clavenng  came  to  where  I  was  at 
Alice's  Coffee-house  with  a  letter  ready  written  addressed 
to  His  Majesty's  Attorney  General,  in  which  he  made  use 
6f  my  name  I  thought  impropeity  ;  and  I  desired  that  my 
name  might  not  be  introduced  ;  but  that  if  he  had  any  thing 
to  communicate  to  the  Attorney  General  he  would  wiite  it 
in  his  own  name. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  General  Clavenng  to  write  a  letter  to 
the  Attorney  General,  or  any  other  xMember  of  this 
house  ?  '  N 

A,  I  did  not  advise  him  any  other  way  than  I  have  just 
now  stated. 

&  What  advice  did  you  give  to  General  Clavenng  ? 

F  f  3  A.  Not 
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A.  Not  to  make  use  of  my  name  in  any  letter  he  might 
^rfte  to  thdAttorne^  General. 

<  Q.  That  is  negative  advice  ;  what  positive  advice  did  you 
give  him  ? 

A.  I  did  not  give  hi m  any  advice  to  offer  himself  to  be 
examined  ;  but  that  if  he  Could  give  any  contradiction  to 
Mrs.  Ciarke  evidence,  I  thought  it  Would  be  material  he 
should  be  exam iried 

Q.  Did  you  advice  him  to  offer  h'mself  to  be  examined 
if  his  evidence  could  materially  contiadict  Mis.  Clarke's? 

A  [  did  not  advise  him  to  offer  himself  voluntauly  to  be 
examined. 

Q>  Did  you  give  rum  any  advice,  as  the  result  of  your 
Conversation  with  him  ? 

A  I  really  thought  General  Clavering  competent  to 
advise  himself  upon  the  subject;  I  did  not  give  him  any 
•at' vice  further  than  common  conversation,  to  say  if  you 
will  be  examined  send  in  3  our  letter.  I  was  not  consulted 
by  him  by  way  of  advice. 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  of  his  coming  to  communis 
cate  with  yon  ? 

A*  I  really  do  not  know  ;  he  said  when  he  came  hi,  that 
be  ba/d  a  statement  to  make  that  would  contradict  Mrs. 
Clarke's  statement;  audi  think  he  said  that  he  had  seen 
Col.  Gordon,  and  that  l~e  hud  desired  him  to  call  upor^me. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  he  came  to  you,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  desire  of  Colonel  Gordon  ? 

J.  I  believe  partly  from  the  desire  of  Colonel  Gordon, 
and  paitly  from  a  wish  of  his  own  to  contradict  the  state- 
ment made  by  Mis,  Ciaike;  so  1  understood  it. 

Q  Did  he  ask  you  what  would  be  the  best  course  for  him 
to  pur  uf,  after  his  conversation  with  you  ? — A.  He  did  not. 

Qt  Di"  he  say  that  he  should  write  any  letter- to  the 
Att<  iney  General ,  or  any  other  Member  of  Parliament  ? 

J.  He  did  not. 

Q.  At  ihe  time  he  left  you,  did  you  suppose,  he  was 
about  to  offer  himself  as  a  voluntary  Witness  before  this 
Committee? 

A,  When  he  left  me  in  the  Temple  I  did  not  suppose  or 
expect  any  such  a  thing;  when  he  quitted  me  at  Alice's 
Coffee-house  I  did  expect  it. 

Q,  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  put  any  questions  to  him,  to'-fcnfewj'  what 

any  evidence  be  could  communicate  to  this*  Committee 
might  be  ? 

A.  I  did  ;  I  asked  General  Clave  ring  several  questions 
as  to  his  knowledge  ot  Mr*.  Claike  ;  h<  w  long  he  bad 
fcmwn  hei,  v^heje  he  had  si  en  her,  uheie  h<  had  seen  her 
last,  and  othei  questions,  which  occurre  d  to  me  as  proper 
for  the  investigation  <>f  the  business  in  which  I  u its  ei  gaged. 

Q.  Dd  you  ask  him  any  question,  v\hether  he  had  otter* 
ed  Mrs  Clarke  any  money  lor  piomotion,  of  lor  rai?  ng 
aRegiment,  to  be  procured  through  her  influence  with  the 
DukeofYi,ik? 

A.  I  did  not,;  I  should  have  thought  it  most  impel  unent 
as  I  could  not  conceive  a  General  Officer  could  be  guilty 
of  aiiy  m< h  conduct. 

Q.  Did  he  communicate  any  such  information  to  you  I 

A,  Certairtl}  not. 

Q.  Did  you  question  him  generally  with  regard  to  his 
communication  and  intercourse  and  acquaintance  with 
Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  I  did  ;  and  it  appeared  to  me,  from  the  paper  which 
he  produced,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  making  use  of  him  tor 
the  purpose  of  getting  some  person  promoted  from  one 
Regiment  to  another  ;  and  it  appeared  that  a  letter,  dated 
in  the  Temple,  and  apparently  signed  by  a  Mr.  Sumner, 
contained  a  recommendation  of  that  person  so  wished  to 
be  promoted,  and  who,  he  stated  to  me,  Mrs.  Clarke  had 
represented  as  a  relation  of  an  Honourable  Member  of 
this  House,  and  which  letter  he  was  to  transmit  to  the 
Duke  of  York,  in  order  to  obtain  that  promotion. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  him,  whether  he  had  maintained  any  cor- 
respondence with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subjects  of  milita- 
ry promotion,  or  matters  connected  therewith  ? 

A.  I  did  not ;  and  I  knew  of  no  other  instance  than  the 
one  I  have  just  mentioned. 

Q.  Did  he  give  you  to  understand,  that  he  had  communi- 
cated to  you  fully  all  that  passed  between  him  and  Mrs. 
Clarke  upon  the  subject  of  military  promotions^  or  matters 
connected  therewith  ? 

A,  He  did  not  say  any  thing  to  me  nppon  that  question, 
further  than  I  have  stated  to  the  Committee. 

Q.  Did 
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0.  Did  be  inform  you  that  he  had  shewn  a  letter,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Attorney  General^  to  any  other  person  be^ 
fore  he  shewed  it  to  you  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recol.tct  that  he  did  ;  there  weie  two  other 
persons  present  when  he  shewed  it  to  me. 

Q.  Are  jou  sure  that  you  advised  bim  to  oniit  your 
name  out  of  that  letter  ?    A.  I  am, 

Q*  Aie  you  sure  that  he  omitted  it  in  consequence  of 
your  rc  presentation  to  him  ? 

A.  He  destroyed  ?he  first  lettei,  and  he  wrote  onother, 
and  read  it  to  me,  without  my  name  being  inserted  in  it. 

Q,  Did  3*011  make  any  obseivations  upon  the  second 
letter  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  1  did,  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  In  the  convei  sation  that  you  have 
stated  to  have  passed  between  General  Ciavenng  and  you, 
did  the  woids  Ci  If)  ou  will  be  examined,  you  had  better 
send  a  letter/'  pass  at  Alice's  Coffee-house,  or  in  the 
previous  interview  with  General  Ciavenng^ 

A.  I  said,  if  you  will  be  examined,  you  had  better  send 
a  letter  ;  that  was  at  Alice's  Coffee-house. 

Q.  Did  you  advise  Geneial  Ciavenng  to  call  upon  Mr. 
Ogilvie,  or  any  other  persons,  touching  this  inquiiy  re- 
specting Mis.  Clarke? 

A.  General  Ciavenng  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr; 
Ogilvie  to  me,  as  being  the  pel  son  who  first  intiooluced  him 
to  Mrs.Claike,  and  said  he  could  get  this  infoimation  from 
Mr.  Ogilvie;  and  it  is  possible  1  might  say  then  }ou  had 
better  see  Mr.  Ogilvie. 

Q.  Did  General  Ciavenng  give  )ou  any  account  after- 
wards of  having  seen  Mr,  Ogilvie  ? 

A.  I  think  he  did,  but  1  will  not  be  positive;  I  do  not 
recollect  any  thing  that  he  said. 

Q.  You  have  mentioned,  that  before  Mi.  Nicholls  came 
to  the  House  of  Commons  to  be  examined,  ^ou  were  not 
aware  that  he  was  in  possession  of  an}  letters;  did  you  see 
those  letters  befoie  Mr.  Nicholls  came  to  the  Bar  of  the 
House  with  them  ? 

-4.  I, did  see  four  bundles  of  letters  in  the  possession  of 
Mr.  'Nicholls. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  those- bundles? 

A*  I 
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A.  I  believe  I  .turned  over  many  of  the  letters,  but  I  did 
not  read  any  one  of  fh§m. 

Q,  Weie  they  examined  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Nicholls 
or  any  other  person  ? 

A.  The  examination  that  I  had  was  in  the  presence  of 
Mr,  Nicholls  and  did  not  last  five  minutes;  other  persons 
weie  present  ;  Mr.  Nicholas  wife  was  present;  I  returned 
all  the  letteis  as  I  received  them  from  him. 

Mr.  Robinso?i.—Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  sums  of  mo- 
ney paid  by  His  Royal  Highness  to  Mrs.  Claris  during 
her  residence  in  Gloucebier-place  ? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q,  Have  you  with  you  the  paper-on  which  you  wrote  the 
result  of  your  conversation  with  General  Clavering  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Mi.  Beresfoi  d.—Q.  Have  you  in  }Our  lecollection  th® 
contents  of  that  paper,  so  as  to  enable  ^ou  to  state  it  to  the 
House  ? 

A.  I  believe  that  paper,  which  was  the  rough  copy  of  a 
paper  which  I  wrote  in  the  Temple,  was  sent  into  the  House 
with  his  letter. 

Q>  Did  you  recommend  General  Clavering  to  send  in 
that  examination  ;  was  it  inclosed  in  the  fetter,  or  how  was 
it  sent  ? 

A,  It  was  given,  I  believe,  to  General  Clavering  open, 
without  being  inclosed  in  any  letter. 

Q.  Was  it  in  your  hand-writing  or  General  Clavering's  ? 
A*  In  mine. 

Q,  Was  it  inclosed  in  the  same  cover  as  General  Cla- 
vering'b  letter?—-^?.  Certainly  not. 

Q*  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  it  was  sent  iri  with 
the  letter  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  gave  it  to  General  Clavering  in  the  Cof- 
fee-house. 

Mr.  Berespord  stated  his  wish  to  procure  the  ful- 
lest information  on  this  subject,  in  order  to  tiace  the 
conduct  of  that  officer  ab  initio. 

Mr.  Montague  Mathew  vindicated  the  charac- 
ter of  General  Clavering  from  any  improper  insinua- 
tions. He  did  hope,  that  a  long  ana*  honourable  life 
in  the  service  of  his  country,  would ,  not  be  aspersed 

without 
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without  the  fullest  proof  of  what  he  conceived  could 

not  be  substantiated. 

■•I 

Q.  Who  were  present  when  you  turned  over  those  let*, 
ters  of  Mr.  Nicholas  ? 

A.  Mr.  Nichoiis,  Mrs.  Nicholls  and  Mr.  WnghU 
Q*  Nobody  else  r-^df.  Nobody  else. 

[The  Witness  was  dnected  to  withdraw* 

[The  Witness  was  again  called  in,] 

Q.  Hfive  you  any  and  what  reason  to  believe  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  ever  raised  any  money  on  the  credit  of  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  ot  Y<>ik  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  Mrs.  Ciaike  evei  raided  any  mo- 
ney on  the  credit  of  the  Duke  of  York  ;  that  hhe  might  get 
a  great  deal  of  ci edit  with  tradesmen  tor  goods  supplied  to 
hei  in  consequence  of  living  in  the  way  in  which  &hedid» 

Q.  In  consequence  of  the  inquiries  which  you  made?  did 
you  find  that  Mrs.  Cla;ke  had  ever  raised  any  money  up- 
on the  credit  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  expiessly  that  ever  I  did  find  it  in  any 
other  way  than  I  have  before  stated,  that  she  got  into  debt 
to  various  tradesmen  to  a  com<derable  amount,  who  were 
induced 'to  trust  her  m  consequence  of  ber  connection  with 
the  Duke  ofYoik. 

Q.  Look  at  the  subpoena  inclosed  in  the  letter  which  you 
have  ;  what  is  the  mime  of  the  cause  in -which  that  sub- 
poena was  ? 

A.  Turner  against  Mai}  AnnClaike* 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  youi  situation  as  Cleik  of  Nisi 
Pnus  in  Middlesex,  whether  that  cause  was  enteied  for 
tiial  in  Middlesex  ? 

A.  I  recollect  perfectly  that  it  was  entered  for  trial,  and 
it  stood  for  trial,  ]  believe,  upon  the  12th  of  May  1806; 
just  before  the  cause  was  to  be  tried  it  was  withdrawn. 

Q,  State  how  you  leceived  that  letter  with  the  subpoena 
inclosed? 

A.  I  cannot  positively  recollect ;  I  rather  believe  Mr. 
Adam  communicated  it  to  me  ;  or  what  othei  gentleman 
who  had  communication  with  the  Duke  ol  York  did  so,  I 
really  do  not  know. 

Q,  Look 
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ilf>,  C.  Adams.  Q.  Look  at  the  signature  of  that  letter, 
and  meiely  lead  the  name  at  the  bottom  of  it  ? 

A.  The  name  appearing  at  the  bottom  of/this  letter  is 
Henry  Tinner. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  him  ? 

A.  Just  as  I  am  acquainted  with  many  other  persons 
in  town  ;  I  do  not  know  that  ever  I  spoke  to  hihvin  my  life. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  he  is  ? 

A.  I  believe  a  Pawnbroker,  in  Pi  mces-street,  Leicester- 
gelds. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writtng  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q,  How  do  you  know  that  it  is  his  hand-writing  ? 

A.  I  beheye  it  to  be  the  hand-writing  ol  Henry  Turner, 
who  i  know  was  lining  in  John-street,  Golden-square. 

Do  you  know  that  Mi.  Henry  Turner  who  lives 
neai  Golden-square  is  the  Mr.  Henry  Turner  who  signed 
that  letter? — A    I  do  not. 

Q.  During  the  .connection  between  the  Duke  ofYoik 
and   Mis.  Ciarke,  did  )ou  ever  know  that  Mrs  Claike 
iBised  money  upon  the  credit  of  the  Dake  ol  York's  name  ? 
A.  I  do  not. 

JOHN  WILKINSON,  Esq.  was  called  in,  and 
Examined  by  The  Committee,  as j  follows: 

Sir  T.  Tut  ton. — Q.  In  what  !capacity\do  you  live  with 
Mr.  Low  ten  I 

A.  I  do  not  live  with  Mi.  Lowten* 

Q.  J.n  what  capacity  are  you  ever  employed  by  Mr, 
Low  ten  ? 

A*  I  am  very  frequently  employed  by  Mr.  Lowten  in 
the  transaction  of  various  businesses  that  arise  m  hts  Office. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  being  employed  by  Mr.  Lowtea  in 
the  year  1805, 'to  make  any  inquiries  lelating  to  Mrs, 
Clarke  ? — A*  1  was. 

[The  Witness  was  diiected  to  withdraw. 

[The  Witness  was  again  called  in.] 
Q.  In  the  course  of  such  inquiries,  have  you  any  proof 
that  yoti  can  give  to'  this  House,  of  any  money  transac- 
tions in  which  Mrs.  Clarke  made  use  of  the  Duke  of  York's 
name  ? 

J.  I 
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A*  I  really  do  not  kuow  what  this.House  would  consider 
as  proof  ;  it  came  to  my.  knowledge  m  the  month  of  May, 
,thftt"ttu*  Dtfke  ol  York  had  received  notice  that  he  was  to 
be  subp<gnae$l  in  an  .action  bj  ought  against  Mrs.  Clarke 
Jornaoney  doe  to  a  maji  of  the  name  of  Tumej  y  JMr.'Tur- 
ner's  attorney/  Mxr.  Bachelor,  called  .upon  me,  and  in- 
formed me  hje  was  going  to  serve  the  Dujse  of  York  with  a 
subpoena^  and  read  me  a  letter,  which  he  said  he  had  ad- 
vised his  client  to  send  with  the  subpoena  ;  but  1  had  no 
proof  that  the. money- was  diue  from  Mrs*  Clarke.  1 

Q*  Do  you  know, of  any  mstanceJin  which  Mr*.  Ciarke 
made  Use  of  the  Duke  of  York's  name  to  raise  money  ? 

A*  I  dt>  not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

[I  he  Witness  Wcts'directed  to  withdraw. 

Miss  MARY  ANN  TAYLOR  was  called  itv,  and 
Examined  by  The  Committee,  as  follows 

Sir  T.  TurtDn.-^In  your  former  examination,  have  you 
not  said  tint  you  were  very  intimate  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  and 
frequently  visited  at  Gloucestei-pluce  ? — A.  Yes.' 

Qf  When -the  Dsiike  oi  Yoik  was  present  at  those  visits, 
was  there  any  body  in  company  besides,  at  any  time,  that 
you  can  recollect  ?     A.  None  except  the  seiyams  ever. 

Q.  Upon  those  occasions,  did  the  onveisation  in  )our 
presence  appear  fieeand  unrestrained  } 

A,  Yes,  quite  so. 

Q.  T)o  you  recollect,  at  any  time,  when  you  were  pre- 
sent, apy  conversation  taking  place  between  Mis,  Ciaike 
and  Hts  Rojal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  relative  to  mi- 
litary promotions/ 

A,  Nothing  except  that  time  about  Colonel  French, 
Recollect,  whether  at  that  conversion  relative  to- 
Colonel  Fiench,  you  aie  perfectly  suie  there  was  nobody 
present  but  Mrs.  Clarke,  yourself,  and  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  am  very  certain  of  it, 

Q  Are  you  stfre  that  the  words  that  were  used  by  Mrs. 
Clarke,  on  the  occasion  of  the  Duke  of  York's. referring  t$ 
her  upon  the  conduct  of  Colonel  French  towards  her,  were*, 
that  his  behaviour  was  middling,b\it  not  very  well  ?  A  Yes. 
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Q.  You  are  sure  those  were  the  words  ? 
A.  Those  were  the  words. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any.  time  afterwards  have  any  conver- 
sation with  Mrs.  Clarke,  relative  to  4he  observation  of 
the  Duke  of  York  upon  Colonel  French's  business  ? 
A*  Not  till  within  these  three  weeks  or  a  month, 
Q,  What  was  the  conversation  you  had  at  that  time  ? 
A.  She  asked  me,  if  I  recollected  the  Duke  of  York 
mentioning  Colonel  French's  name  m  my  presence. 
Q.  Did  any  thing  else  pass  -upon  that  occasion  * 
A.  I  immediately  recollected  the  circumstance,  and 
told  her. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  (Harke  make  any  reply  to  that  observa- 
tion, and  what  ? 

A 4  I  do  not  recollect  what  she  said. 

Do  you  at  all  recollect  any  further  conversation 
that  passed  at  the  time,  when  the  Duke  of  York  made 
that  observation  relative  to  Colonel  French's  levy,  be- 
sides what  you  have  already  given  in  evidence  ?. 

A.  No,  nothing  at  all  upon  that  subject. 

Q.  Do  yoil  recollect  at  any  time,  Mr?.  Clarke's  stat- 
ing in  your  presence  to  the  Duke  of  York,  any  wish  in 
favour  of  a.ny  application  for  military  promotion  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  at  any  time  Mrs.  Clarke  applying 
to  the  Duke  of  York  in  your  presence  for  money  ? 
A,  No. 

Q.  Did  any  conversation  at  any  time  take  place  in 
your  hearing  between  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  with  respect  to  the  pecuniary 
difficulties  under  which  she  laboured? — A*  No,  never. 

Q.  Do  ^ou  recollect  that  Mrs.  Clarke  ever  stated  to 
his  Roval  Hiehness  the  Duke  of  York,  that  Colonel 

w  O  4 

French  had  broken  any  pecuniary  promise  'he  had 
made  her  ? — A*  No,  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Do  you  now-know  Mrs.  Hovenden  ? 

,4.  What  is  meant  by  now. 

Q.  How*  long  is  it  since  you  have  ceased  b'jing  ac- 
quainted with  Mrs.  Hovenden? 
-  A,  More  than  two  years. 

Q,  Can  you  assign  any  reason  for  not  beingaequainted 
with  Mrs.  Hovenden  at  present  ? 
vNo.  XXV.  V.  G  £  A.  f 
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A.  1  did  not  return  the  last  visit  she  made  me,  I  st\p* 
pose  that  is  the  reason. 

<?.  Can  you  inform  the  Committee  where  Mrs.  Ho« 
renden  lived  at  that  time  ? 

A.'  In  South  Moulton-street,  I  think,  Oxford-street. 

Q*  Do  you  recollect'at  what  number  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot  recollect  the  number. 
~  Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  she  lived  in  South 
Moultoa-stitict  ?' — A.  I  never  knew. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  known  her  before  she  lived  in 
South  TVf  oultdn-street  ? 

A*  She  was  there  when  first  I  saw  her. 

Q.  flow  long  was  your  acquaintance  with  her  ? 

A*  Not  above  seven  or  eight  months. 

Q.  Is  Mrs.  Hovenden  a  widow  or  a  married  woman  * 

A.  She  was  a  married  woman,1  she  is  now  a  widow* 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  she  lives  now  ? 

A.  No,  not  at  all. 

Tlie  Solicitor  General.  Q.  I  think  you  said  that  till 
three  weeks  ago,  you  had  not  mentioned  the  expression 
respecting  Colonel  French  since  it  passed  ;  do  you  mean 
to  state  that  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  drd  mention  it. 

Q*  Then  it  was  to  Mrs.  Clarke  ? — A.  Yes,  it  was, 

Q.  How  long  ago  is  it  since  you  heard  the  expression 
respecting  Colonel  French  ? 

A*  I  do  not  say  it  was  during*  Mrs*.  Clarke's  residence 
in  Gloucester-place. 

Q.  About  how  long     Ak  £  cannot  say. 
Was  it  a  year,  or  two  years  ago  ? 

A*  More  than  two  years  ago. 

Q.  Was  it  four  years  ago  ? 

No,  I  do  not  think  that  it  was  quite  so  much3 
though  I  cannot  say* 

Q.  Was  it  the  winter  or  the  summer  ? 

A.  That  I  cannot  recollect. 

Q.  Cannot  you  recollect  at  all  what  part  of  the  year  it 
was  m  ? — A.  No,  ' 

%}.  Nor  what  year  it  was  in  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  totally  forgotten  how  long  k  was,.<or 
What  part  of  the  year  it  was  in  ? 

A.  Yes*  I  have  quite  forgotten  it. 

Q.  Was 
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Q.  Was  there  any  circumstance  at  the  time  passing 
which  induced  you  to  take  particular  notice,  or  to  bear 
in  }onr  recollection  the  expression? 
-  A.  The  chief  circumstance  was,  that  I  never  saw 
Colonel  French,  though  I  had  heard  his  name,  which 
made  me  curious  when  I  heard  his  name,  respecting  him* 

Q.  No  other  circumstance  but  the  one  you  have  men- 
tioned?— A*  No  other. 

Q.  After  an  interval  of  four  years,  you  recollect  a  par- 
ticular expression,  without  any  intervening  circumstance 
ever  having  happened  to  call  it  to  your  remembrance? 

A.  O,  yes,  I  have  thought  of  it  since,  though  I  have 
K-ot  mentioned  it. 

Q.  You  had  never  mentioned  it  to  anybody  before  you 
mentioned  it  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  three  weeks  ago  ? 

A,  I  believe  not. 

Q*  What  brought  it  into  your  thoughts  so  now  and 
then  ? 

A.  The  curiosity  that  I  mentioned  before,  respecting 
a  man  that  I  was  not  allowed  to  see. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  what  passed  with  Mrs.  Clarke 
three  weeks  ago  upon  the  occasion  of  this  conversation 
respecting  Colonel  French? — A*  No,  nothing, 

Q.  Not  one  expression  or  circumstance  that  passed 
three  weeks  ago  with  Mrs,  Clarke?  . 

A.  No,  I  do  not  lecollect  any, 

Q.  Is  your  memory  so  defective  as  to  hare  forgotten* 
ajktbat  passed  m  the  Conversation  three  weeks  ago  with 
Mrs.  Clarke? 

A.  That  is  very  possible^for  it  did  not  interest  me  at 
all.        *  t  > 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  Mrs*  Clarke  brought  to  your 
recollection,  or  enquired  about  Colonel  French  ? 

'A*  At  her  house  m  Westboufne^plaee.  .N 

Q.  Was  it  at  that  time  proposed  to  bring  the  subject 
forward  m  an  inquiry  ?  >  , 

A.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Q.  Was  any  body  present  when  this  passed  between 
Mrs.  Claike  and  you  ?— A*  I  believe  not. 
Q,  Have  you  forgotten  that  too  ? — A*  Yes. 
-Q,  Cannot  you  now  recollect  any  one  fact  or  circum- 

G  g  3  stance 
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stance  that  passed  three  weeks  ago  with  Mrs,  Clarke,  *r 
eyeri  who  was  present  ? 

A.  I  do  not  thmk  anybody  was  present,  and  I  do  not 
recollect  any  fact  or  circumstance. 

Q»  How  came  Mrs.  Clarke  to  be  making  any  inquhy 
about  tint:  ? — A*  I  did  not  ask  her  that. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  you  do  not  know  upon  what 
occasion  the  comeisation  between  Mrs.  Ciaike  and  your* 
self  arose? 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in,  .and  the^ques- 
lion  was  proposed  ] 

A*  I  suppose  something  relating  to  this  business;  I  did 
not  think  of  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  not  Mrs.  Clarke  inform  you  at  the  time  why 
she  was  making  this  inquiry  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  she  did. 

Will  you  positively  say  that  she  did  not  ? 

Am  J^o,  I  will  not,  because  I  am  not  sine. 

Q.  Had  any  body  been  in  your  presence  with  Mrs* 
Clarke  prior  to  the  inquiry,  asking  questions  upon  the 
same  subject? — <A.  'No,  X  believe  not. 

Q.  Cannot  you  remember  that? 

A*  I  cannot  remember  it,  if  it  was  the  case. 

Q.  Cannot  you  remember,  whether  three  weeks  ago 
any  body  had,  m  your  presence,  when  inquiring  of  Mrs. 
Clarke  on  the  subjects  of  military  promotions  by  the 
Duke  of  Yoik,  or  any  thing  which  is  now  the  subject  of 
inquiry  >-*-A.  They  did  not  inquire  in  my  presence. 

Q.  When  you  were  here  before  jou  stated  that  your 
father  and  mother  were  living,  and  of  the  name  of  Tay* 
loi  ?— A,  Yes,  I  did. 

Q,  Is  that  true  ?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Does  not  your  father  go  by  the  name  of  Chance  ? 
A*  He  never  told  me  that  he  did. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

*  V 

Mr.  W.  Smith  objected  to  this  course  of  ex  ami* 
nation;  whether  she  knew  or  not,  that, her  father 
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went  by  the  name  of  t!!hance,  was,  he  contended,  of 
little  consequence.    He  protested  against  an^  at- 
tempts to  endeavour  to  draw  the  witness  into  contra- 
dictions. - 

The  Solicitor  General  agteed  that  it  w*is  not: 
very  material  to  the  inquiry  before  the  Committee; 
but  would  it  not  go  to  affect  the  ci edit  of  the  wit- 
ness, if  it  appealed  her  father-  never  went  by  the* 
name  of  Taylor,  but  always  by  the  name  of  Chance* 

Mr.  Whitehead  said  it  was  competent  for  the 
learned  gentleman  to  call  evidence  to  contradict  the* 
witness,  but  he  would  maintain  that  any  temporary 
change  in  her  father's  name,  arising  from  embarrass- 
ment or  other  circumstances,  should  hot  affect  the 
witness's  credit,  thequestions  pressed  upon  her  on  this  - 
and  her  former  examination  appeared  to  be  very,  se- 
vere. 

After  some  further  discussion  between  the  Ghan« 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  W.  Smith,  Mr* 
Whitbread,  and  Mr.  B  at  hurst,  the  witness  w&l 
agaio  called  in* 

Q.  Dkl  your  father  ever  go  by  the  name  of  Chance  ? 

A*  He  neve?  told  me  that  he  did. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  never  hearct  any  body 
call  him  by  the  name  of  Chance  ?  t  , 

A*  No,  I  do  cot  think  that  I  ever  did.  j  , 

Q*  Have  you  a  doubt  about  it?— A»  fporie,  1  believe* 

Q,  Then  do  you  .  mean  to  state  that  he  has  afways 
passed  by  the  name  of  Taylor  ? 

A*  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge* 

Q,  Recollect  yourself,  whether  you  mean  torpersevere 
in  that,  that  throughout  the  .whole  time  you  have  known 
your  father,  you  never  knew  him  called  by  any  other 
name  than  the  name  of  Taylor? 

A*  Never,  throughout  the  whole- time  I  have  known 
him. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  during  all  the. 
iime  you  have  known  hirn,  you  never  yourself,  or  in  your 
presence,  heard  any  body  call  him  by  the  name  of  Chance  } 

A*  No,  never. 

G  g  3  Q,(  D®v 
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Q.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Favery  ?- 

A*  As  far  as  she  was  a  servant  of  Mrs.  Clarke* 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  her? 

A*  Neaily  as  long  as  I  have  known  Mrs.  Clarke* 

Q.  How  long  is  that  ? 

A.  $ome  eight  or  nine  years,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Favery,  all  the  time  yon  have  known 
her,  go  by  the  name  of  Favery,  or  by  any  other  and  what 
name  ? 

A.  When  first  I  knew  Mrs.  Clarke,  she  went  by  the 
name  of  Martha,  but  I  did  not  know  her  surname. 

Q.  Do  you  mean,  that  Mrs.  Favery  went  by  the  name 
of  Martha  }—A.  Yes. 

Q.  l3id  you  never  hear  Mrs.  Favery  go  by  any  other 
name  than  that  of  Favery,  or  Martha? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  visit  Mrs.  Favery  when  she  lived  with 
Mr.  Ellis? 

A*  I  called  upon  her  once;  not  as  a  visitor. 
Q.  Whom  did  you  inquire  for  at  Mr.  Ellis's? 
A.  It  was  Mrs.  Clarke's  sister  went  with  me;  I  was  not 
the  inquirer. 

Q.  Did  not  you  hear  Mrs.  Clarke's  sister  inquire  for 
her  as  Mrs.  Favery,  or  by  some  other  name? 
A.  I  believe  Mrs.  Favery  opened  the  door. 

How  long  were  you  together? 
A*  I  cannot  sav. 

Q.  By  what  name  did  you  or  your  companion  address 
that  woman? — A.  By  the  name  of  Martha. 

t.  And  no  other  name  ? — A.  No  other  name. 
•  Do  you  mean  to  state  (recollect  yourself  before 
you  answer  that  question)  that  that  person  never  went  by 
ihe  name  of  Faiquhar? — A.  Never,  to  my  knowledge. 
Q.  You  have  known  her  nine  years  ? 
A*  Yes;  about  that  time. 

Q.  And  in  no  part  of  that  time  did  she  ever  go  by  the 
name  of  Farquhar  ? 

A*  I  never  heard  her  called  by  that  name. 

Q.  Were  you  well  acquainted  with  her  while  she  lived 
with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A.  Yes,  she  had  lived  with  Mrs.  Clarke  previous  to 
that. 

Q.  You 
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Q.  You  had  known  her  when  she  lived  with  Mrs. 
Clarke,  previous  to  her  living  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? — A*  Yes. 

Q.  Do  not  yon  remember,  that  when  she  went  to  live 
with  Mr.  Ellis,  she  took  the  name  of  Farquhar? 

A*  I  never  heard  that  circumstance. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  she  continued  to  go  by 
the  name  either  of  Martha  or  Favery,  after  she  quitted 
Mrs.  Clarke,  'and  went  to  live  with  Mr.  Ellis  ? 

A,  I  never  knew  her  by  any  other  name. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  Mrs.  Favery  being  married  ? 

A.  There  was  some  talk  of  it  in  the  house,  but  it  was 
scarcely  believed. 

Q.  Did  you  know  any  of  the  relations  of  Mrs.  Favery  ? 

A.  Not  one. 

Q.  You  never  saw  her  husband,  or  the  person  to  whom 
there  was  a  talk  of  her  being  married  }—-A.  No,  never. 
Q.  You  never  saw  a  person  of  the  name  of  Waloaesley  ? 
A.  No,  1  never  saw  him. 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  your  father's  father  ? 
A.  No,  he  was  dead  many  years  before  I  was  born. 
Q.  What  was  his  name  * 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  his  name  was ;  I  never  talked 
to  any  body  about  him.  -  * 

Mr.  C.  Bradshaw.  Q.  Might  not  your  father,  from 
distress,  to  avoid  his  creditors,  have  taken  the  name  of 
Chance,  or  any  other  name,  without  your  knowledge  ? 

A.  Then  how  should  I  know  it. 

Q.  Have  you  had  a  niece  of  Mrs.  Hovenden's  under 
your  care  at  any  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  more  than  two  years  ago ;  she  staid  with  me 
only  a  few  weeks  on  a  visit. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Q.  Is  your  father  now 
alive  ? — A.  Yes,  he  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  mother  has  been  in 
custody  for  debt,  within  a  short  time  ? 

A*  1  cannot  answer  that. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  your  mother  has  been  in 
execution  for  debt  ? 

A.  My  mother  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  present  sub- 
ject. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  witness  she  muat  an- 
swer the  question.] 

[The 
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[The  witness  appearing  extremely  affected  was  or- 
deied  to  withdraw.}  v 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  that 
it  was  very  painful  to- him  to  be  under  the  necessity 
of  pressing  questions  thai  could  distress  the  feelings 
of  any  female;  but-  he  felt  it  necessary  to  have  aa. 
answer  to  the  question. 

The  witness  was  called  in, 

Q.  Do  you  nt>t  know  that  your  mother  has  been  in 
execution  for  debt? 

"  A,  I  must  appeal  to  the  indulgence  of  the  Chairman; 
I  cannot  answer  it. 

[The  Chairman  informed  the  witness  that,  in  his 
opinion,  she  must  answer  the  question.] 

Q*  Do  you  know  that  your  mother  has  been  in  custody 
for  debt? — A.  Yes. 

Q,  H6w  long  ? — A.  Nearly  two  years. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw* 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  explained 
why  he  asked  the  question.  He  thought  at  her  first 
examination  that  there  was  something  in  her  answers 
respecting  her  father  and  mother,  which  naaele  him 
suppose  that  she  was  not  the  respectable  person  she 
was  represented.  It  now  appeared' that  her  father 
and  mother  were  not  married. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  put  it  to  the  House  how  far  the 
credit  of  the  witness  was  to  be  affected  by  this  cir- 
cumstance. She  felt  on  the  occasion'  as  any  one 
might  feel.  Tt  was  natural  that  she  should  feel  a  re- 
luctance to  disparage  herself  by  acknowledging  that 
she  was  iilegimate. 

Mr.  Whitbrbad  concurred  with  the  Right  lion. 
Gentleman  that  the  questions  must  be  as  painful  to 
him  to  put  as  they  were  to  the  witness  to  receive  ;  but 
k  appeared  to  him  that  he  had  rather  overstated  what 
she, had  said  on  a  former  examination,  She,  did  state 
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that  Taylor  was  her  father's  name,  but  not  that  it 
was  he,t  mother's.  It  was  by  her  credibility,  and  not 
by  her  respectability,  that  they  were  to  determine 
how  far  they  should  believe  her. 

Mr.  Bar  ham  regretted  that  thcs«  last  questions 
"were  put.  They  hc*id  cast  a  doubt  upon  the  chaiac- 
ter  of  the  witness,  which  was  enough  to  extinguish 
her  means  of  subsistence. 

Mr.  DEDERICK  SMITH  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  as  follows  t 

General  Laftus.    Q.  What  are  you? 
A*  A  brazier  and  tinman, 

Q,  Do  you  know  Miss  Mary  Ann  Taylor,  of  Cheyne* 
row,.  Chelsea?-*-^.  Yes. 

Q.  How  loDg  have  you  known  her?  . 

A.  I  cannot  exactly  say,  but  I  think  about  fifteen 
years ;  I  am  not  certain  exactly  to  the  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  mother  }—A.  Yes,  I  do. 
.How  long  may  you  have  known  her  mother  ? 

A.  Abpwt  the  same  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  father  ?-*->,4.  Yes,  I  da. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  his  name  is  ? 

A.  His  name  is  Thomas  Chance. 

Q.  Do  you  know  his  profession  ? 

A.  His  profession  was  formerly  a  stock-broker,  but  h$ 
failed,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  lie'  ever  do  any  business  for  you  in  that  pro** 
fession  ?-^.  Yes,  he  has, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  a  purchase  of  land  of  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  In  what  name  did  he  convey  it? 

A*  In  the  name  of  Chance. 

Q.  Did  lie  ever  tell  you  that  be  had  a  wife  ? 

A*  His  wife  was  Mrs'.  Taylor,  she  passed  as  his  wife. 

Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  had  another  wife? 
A.  No,  he  never  told  me  so, 

Q.  Did -you  ever  apply  for  him  at  the  Stock  Exchange 
lander  the  name  of  Taylor  ?— A.  Yes,  I  have, 
Q»  Could  you  find  bun  by  that  name  }~**A*  Nq« 

Q,  Und^r 
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Q.  Under  what  name  did!  yon  find  him  ? 

A*  The  name  of  Thomas  Chance. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  ceased  to  be  a  broker  ? 

A*  To  the  be;t  of  my  knowledge,  .two  years-;  but  I 
will  not  be  certain. 

Q.  Did  he  do  business  publicly  at  the  Stock  Exchange 
every  day  as  Thomas  Chance  }—A*  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Was  he  known  by  any  other  name  than  that  of 
Chance  }—A.  He  was  not. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  see  him  with  his  daughter,  Mary 
Ann  Tavlor  f—A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Did  he  go  by  the  name  of  Chance  at  that  tirriei* 

A*  No,  he  went  by  the  name  of  Taylor. 

Mr*  TV*  Smith,  Q,  What  was  your  reason  for  inquir- 
ing for  him  by  the  name  of  Taylor,  at  the  Stock  £x« 
change  ? 

A.  Because  at  that  time  I  did  not  know  but  what  \m 
name  was  Taylor. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  apprehend  that  the  name  of  a 
man  was  Taylor,  whom  you  knew  by  the  name  of 
Chance  ? 

A*  I  found  out  then  that  his  name  was  Chance  ; 
before,  I  always  thought  his  name  was  Taylor  ;  I  fouud 
it  out  when  I  began  to  deal  with  him,  and  not  before. 

Q*  At  what  time  did  you  find  out  that  the  name  of  this 
person  was  Chance  ? 

A*  I  cannot  exactly  say  the  time,  but  it  was  that  time 
when  I  wanted  him  to  do  business  for  me  at  the  Stock 
Exchange,  f 

Q.  By  what  name  did  the  person,  of  whom  you  aie 
speaking,  go,  when  you  were  first  acquainted  with  him  «* 

A*  He  went  by  the  name  of  Thomas  Taylor. 

Q.  How  long  ago  was  that  ? 

A.  O,  that  is  3  good  many  years  ago,  ever  since  I 
knew  hi  in, 

Q.  How  long  did  he  continue  to  go  by  that  name,  io  . 
the  best  of  your  knowledge  and  behef? 

A.  He  has  gone  by  that  name  till  1  found  out  that  his 
name  was  Chance,  when  he  began  to  do  business  for  me 
at  the  Stock  Exchange. 

Q.  About  how  long  ago  may  that  be^  that  you  appre- 
hended that  the  trus  nau^e  of  this  paity  was  Chance  ? 
'  ,  /h  My 
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A*  My  memory  will  not  furnish  me  with  that*  bul  it 
is  several  years  ago,  that  is  ail  I  can  s>ay ;  1  could  find  it 
out  by  papers,  but  my  memory  is  very  bad,  and  there- 
fore I  cannot  go  any  further. 

Q.  In  what  neighbourhood  did  the  party,  of  whom 
you  speak,  lire,  when  you -knew  him  by  the  name  <ef 
Taylor  ? 

A.  He  lived  in  Norman-street,  and  he  lived  at  Bavs- 
water,  and  all  that  time  I  knew  him  by  no  other  name 
than  that  of  Thomas  Taylor ;  nor  my  family,  nor  any 
of  them  knew  him  by  any  other  name, 

Q.  To  the  best  of  your  knowledge  and  belief,  was  the 
party  universally  known,  in  all  that  neighbourhood,  by 
'the  name  of  Taylor,  and  no  other  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  was. 

General  Loftus.  Q*  Do  you  recollect  Mrs.  Taylor 
and  Miss  Mary  Ann  Taylor  calling  at  your  house  one 
day  with  a  bill,  or  art  instrument  of  that  kind,  to  get 
cash  for  it  ? 

A.  They  called  at  my  house,  and  Mrs.  Taylor  wanted 
to  borrow  some  money  of  me ;  she  said  she  had  a  paper 
to,  give  me  as  a  security,  which  she  would  not  trust  with 
any  body  else, 

Q.  Did  you  state  to  them,  that  Mr.  Change  was  com- 
ing to  your  house  on  that  day  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  they  then  know  him  to  be  the  person  that  you 
knew  as  Mr.  Taylor  ?— A.  Yes. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw., 

{The  witness  was  again  called  in.] 

Q.  Did  Mary  Arm  Taylor  make  any  observation,  up- 
on your  stating  that  Mr.  Chance  was  coming  ? 

A*  She  laughed,  and  said  to  the  mother,  We  v.il!  say 
we  only  paid  Mr.  Smith  a  morning  visit. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

[The  witness  was  again  called  in.] 


Q.  What  did  Mrs.  and  Miss  Taylor,  or  cither  of 
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them,  say  or  do,  in  consequence  of  your  ielHig  them 
Mr.  Chance  would  be  there  that  morning  ? 

A*  Miss  Taylor  said  to  the  mother,  We  will  tell  my 
father j  I  think,  I  will  not  be  positive,  if  he  comes,  thai: 
we  only  paid  Mr.  Smith  a  morning  visit;  they  stopped  a 
bit,  and  then  they  went  away. 

Sir  John  Sebright,  Q.  Are  you  quite  sure,  Ntbat  when 
you  told  Mrs.  Taylor  and  her  daughter,  .this  person  was 
coming,  you  made  use  of  the  name  of  Chance  ;  are  you 
quite  sure  you  did  fiot  say,  Mr.  Taylor  is  coming  ? 

A.  I  am  not  quite  sure ;  I  think  I  said  Mr.  Taylor, 
by  way  of  a  compliment* 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing,  that  Miss  Mary 
Ann  Taylor  knew  her  father  by  the  name  of  Chance  ? 
and  if  you  have,  what  are  those  means  ? 

A*  I  have  ho  means  of  knowing  that  she  did. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw, 

[The  evidence  now  closed,  with  respect  to  the 
pai  ticular  charges.] 

General  the  honourable  CHAPPLE  NORTON 
attending  in  his  place,  was  examined  by  the  Com-* 
mittee,  as  follows : 

Right  honourable  iV/r.  Yorke*  Q.  Do  you  recollect 
the  state  in  which  the  arrny  was,  when  his  Royal  High- 
ness took  the  command  of  it,  in  regard  particularly,  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  promotions  and  commissions  of 
the  army  were  carried  on  ?  \ 

A.f  1  believe  in  former  days,  those  officers  who  had 
great  weight  of  interest,  might  have  got  promoted  very 
rapidljr*  much  sooner  perhaps  than  was  right  or  proper  ; 
his  Royal  Highness  made,  in  my  opinion,  very  salutary 
regulations  to  prevent  that.  I  could,  if  it  was  not  tres- 
passing too  much  upon  the  time  of  the  Committee  > 
speak  very  fully  to  what  I  believe,  and  what  has  come 
to  my  knowledge,  to  have  been  the  conduct  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief  since  he  has  been  at  the  head  of 
the  armv. 

Q,  State 
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Q.  State  any  particular  circumstances  that  are  within 
your  own  knowledge,  with  reference  to  this  particular 
part  of  the  subject,. 

A*  Perhaps  of  all  others,  this  is  a  subject  I  am  least 
able  to  speak  to;  but  the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness, 
with  respect  to  the  army  in  general,  I  can  speak  to  at 
large,  That  he  has  done  more  service  to  the  army  than 
all  his  predecessors  the  Commandeis  in  Chief;  arid  I 
will  state  m  what  manner  :  in  the  first  place,  and  what 
is  very  material,  I  lecollect  very  well  that  his  Royal 
Highness,  I  believe,  was  the  instrument  and  the  meatus, 
thiough  the  medium  of  this  House,  of  giving  bread  to 
the  soldier  when  he  had^little  or  nothing  to  eat;  and  I 
will  exemplify  that,  by  a  conversation  I  had  with  a  lieu- 
tenant-colonel of  one  of  the  best  regiments  m  his  Ma- 
jesty's service,  the  late  Lord  Cornwa'lWs,  Colonel  York. 
I  was  very  sensible  of  tlie  very  scanty  pittance  the  soldier 
had  to  subsist  on  in  this  country,  and  I  endeavoured  to 
do  what  I  could  to  assist  iu  the  measure  ;  and  Coloitel 
York  supplied  me  vvith  a  ver}r  strong  instance,  which  was 
when  the  33d  regiment  was  about  to  return  home  from  a 
foreign  station.    According  to  the  articles  of  war,  the 
commanding  officer  of  each  regiment  so  returning  is  to 
make  known  to  his  men,  that  any  soldier  who  wishes  to 
remain  behind  upon  that  station  is  at  liberty  so  to  do; 
the  men  of  the  3^d  regiment  informed  Colonel  York 
that  it  was  their  intention  all  to  remain  behind,  and  to 
continue  abroad,  because  where,  they  were  they  had 
-  sufficient  to   eat;   and  if  they  came  to  this  country 
they  should  not  have  a  dinner,    ills  Royal  Highness 
first  got  an  allowance  of  bread  to  the  soldiers,  and  after- 
wards of  beer,  and  then  their  pay  increased,  and  upon 
which  the  soldiers  are  very  comfortable.    If  it  was  not 
wearying  the  time  of  the  Committee,  I  could  mention 
andther  Vety  singular  instance.   After  the  American  war, 
f  fieifollect  a  soldier  in  my  own  company  (I  was  in  the 
i  CoMdstVeam  regiment  of  guards)  that  came  home,  and 
had*  been*  very  severely  wounded;  he  was  discharged 

•  from*  the  regiment,  the  regiment  had  nothing  further 
then  to  do  with  him;  he  was  recommended  to  Cbelsea, 

*  hxit  Chelsea  had  no  means  of  taking;  care  of  him  ;  and 
the  man  would  have  been  left  to  perish,  t#  \t  had  not 
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been  for  the  Quarter-master  of  the  Coldstream,  who 
neut  to  the  officers  fit  Chelsea,  and  the  officers  at  Chel- 
sea did  get  the  man  taken  care  of.  Since  that  (1  take 
for  granted  his  Royal  Highness  was  very  much  the  meatw 
of  doing  it)  the  York  hospital  was  instituted  ;  so  that  the 
men  have  not  been  left  in  that  distressed  situation  since 
the  American  war. 

Q.  In  your  opinion,  have  the  condition  and  discipline 
of  the  army  upon  the  whole  declined  or  impioved  since 
his  Royal  Highness  took  the  command. 

At  I  am  one  of  those,  unfortunately,  who  think  there 
was  a  very  good  system  in  the  army,  with  regard  to 
discipline,  before  his  Royal  Highness  came  to  the 
head  of  it. 

Q.  Referring  to  the  time  when  his  Royal  Highness 
took  the  command  of  the  army,  and  the  latter  part  of 
Lord  Amherst's  time,  has  the  state  of  the  army  improved 
aince  his  Royal  Highness  took  the  command  ? 

A*  Thev-e  was  a  very  good  system  then,  or  else  our 
tegiments  would  not  have  gained  those  advantages  which 
they  did  ;  and  I  really  do  not  know  that  it  is  better  now 
than  it  was  then,  if  I  «un  to  speak  my  opfouon. 

'  The  Right  Honoui able  General  FITZPATRICK, 
'attending  in  his  place,  was  examined  by  the  Com- 
mittee, as  follows: 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the.  state  in  which  the  army  was, 
whQU  His  Royal  Highness  took  the  command  of  it,  in 
regard,  particularly,  to  the  mode  in  which  the  promo- 
tions and  commissions  in  the  army  were  carried  on? 

A.  I  am  persuaded  that  there  is  no  officer  of  long 
standing  in  the  service  can  recollect  the  state  of  the  army  ' 
previous  to  His  Royal  Highness  taking  the  command, 
who  will  not  be  rea,dy  to  .testify  the  very  great  improve- 
ment which  the  army  has  derived,  in  every  respect  from 
IJi$»  Royal  Highnesses  management  of  it ;  1  4°  n°t  pre- 
sume to  give  this  opinion  on  my  own  experience  merely, 
having  no  pretensions  myself  but  that  of  long  standing  in 
the  army.;  I  consider  myself  as  a  competent  judge  of  the 
question,  %l  really  believe  the  notoriety  of  this  fact  to 
eyery  officer  who  has  any  knowledge  or  experience  ,upon 
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the  subject,  is  such,  as  in  my  humble  opinion,  fd  hav£ 
made  any  stich,  reference  to  general  officers  whojjy  un- 
necessary; and  all  I  have  to  say  upon  this  sutyeet  is 
that  theie  is  no  officer  m  the  army  who  will  contradict 
the  fact. 

The  Right  Honourable  the  SECRETARY  AIK 
WAR  (Sir  James  Pulteney)  attending  in  his 
place,  was  examined  as  follow* : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in  which  the  army  was, 
when  His  Royal  Highness  took  the  command  of  it,  id  r<K 
gard,  particularly,  to  the  mode  in  which  the  promotions, 
and  commissions  in  the  army  were  cained  on  ? 

A.  1  can  only  say  that  I  concur  entirely  fn  every  syl-, 
lable  which  was  deliveredby  my  right  honourable  trieiid, 
over  against  me*;  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
promotions  were  carried  on  before  the  present  Comman- 
der in  Chief  assumed  the  command  of  the  asm y,  partly 
cularly  in  the  period  immediately  preceding  his  appoint -4 
ment,  there  was  Certainly  great  abuse,  and  such  as,  if  con-' 
tinued,  must  have  pioved  highly  detumer.taltothesenice/ 
It  is  notorious  that  rank  in  comm'ssions  and  rank  in  the 
army*  were  got  intirely  by  money,  o**,  what  was  the  samp 
thing,  by  raising  a  certain  number  of  men*  indeed  moi*" 
generally  by  paying  for  it;  theie  were  many  instances  or 
officers  who  attained  their  rank  of  majm,  I  believe  of 
lieutenant-colonel,  in  the  space  of  one  or  two  years*. '  His 
Royal  Highness,  soon  after  he  assumed  the  cotnmatfd^ 
established  a  regulation,  in  consequence  of  which  no  offi- 
cer could  attain  the  rank  of  caotain,  before  he  had  served 
two.years,  nor  that  of  field  officer  before  he  had  served 
six,  and  T  believe  that  those  regulations  have  been-irigidly 
adhered >to,  and  have  been  <?f  infinite  service  to  the  army.r 

Q.  State  whether  in  your  opinion,  upon  the  whole,  tli-e 
coadibtm  and  discipline  of  the  army  have  declined  or  im- 
proved* during  the  time  His  Royal  Highness  has  t>eefi 
Commander  in  Chief? 

A,  Jntexpressing  my  concurrence  with  what  had  fallen 
from  ":my,  Right  Honourable  Friend,  I  have  answered, 
th&t  'question.    I  certainly  conceive  that  th'e* conditio^ 

J  of 

*  General  Fitzpatrick* 
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of  the  army  is  very  considerably  improved,  and  I  wam 
oeitain  that  its  discipline  particularly  (meaning  the  dis- 
cipline m  the  field)  has  impioved  to  a  very  great  degree, 
i  recollect  when  it  was  a  matter  of  difficulty  to  place  live 
or  six  regiments  upon  the  ground,  bo,  I  mean,  as  to  be 
<jnx:bled  to  act  against  an  enemy;  that  operation  is  now 
petiouned  with  'as  much  facility  as  that  of  placing  a 
company;  when  those  live  or  six  regiments  were  so 
placed,  it  was  a  matter  of  great  difficulty  to  make  the  in 
mo\e  jn  an  unifoim  line,  that  is  now  done  with  the  ut- 
most precision  and  facility:  I  therefore  conceive,  with- 
out going  further,  that  the  discipline  of  the  aimy,  and 
their  power  of  action,  have  very  considerably  impioved 
by  the  uniform  s\&tem  which  has  been  produced  under 
the  auspices  of  the  present  Commander  in  Chief,  and 
that  to  that  great  part  of  our  military  glory  is  owing* 

The^Kight  Honourable  Sir  ARTHUR  WEL- 
LES LEY,  K.  B.  atteLdmg  in  his  place,  was  ex- 
ainined  as  folLovss : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  state  in  which  the  army  was, 
when  His  Royal  Highness  took  the  command  of  it,  in  re- 
gard, particularly,  to  the  mode  in  which  the  promotions 
and  commissions  in  the  army  were  carried  on? 

A,  With  respect  to  the  manner  of  conducting  promo* 
tion-s  m  the  army,  I  cannot  say  that  I  knew  much  about 
it  before  the  present  Commander  in  Chief  was  appointed  ; 
I  rather  believe,  however,  from  all  I  have  heard,  that  it 
wab  very  irregularly  conducted;  that  a  regulation  which 
existed  at  that  time,  that  no  officer  shoufd  be  made  a 
captain  till  he  had  served  two  years,  was  frequently  bro- 
ken through,  and  that  much  injustice  was  done  to 'many 
old  officers  in  the  army ;  I  know  that  since  His  Royal 
Highness  has  had  the  command  of  the  army,  the  legu- 
lations  framed  by  him  for  managing  the  promotion  of 
the  army  have  been  strictly  adhered  to,  and  that  Jhe 
tnode  m  which  the  promotion  is  conducted  has  given  ge- 
neral satisfaction.  I  must  also  state  that,  besides  my 
knowledge  as  a  general  officer  of  the  army,  of  the  mqde 
ii>  which  the  promotions  ©f  the  army  are  conducted,  I 

have 
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have  some  knowledge  of  it  from  ray  official  situation  ;  and 
having  had  frequently  to  apply  to  His  Royal*  Hi^hne^s 
for  pjoraotion  for  different  officers,  in  consequence  of 
applications  which  have  been  made  to  m,e,  I  have  never 
found,  in  any  one  instance,  that  His  Royal  IJighness  hu$ 
depajted  fiom  the  i emulations  laid  down  for  the  promo- 
tion of  the  army,  or  that  he,  has  done  injustice  to  any  in- 
dividual. I  must  also  state,  that  in  applying  to  His 
Royal  Highness,  which  I  frequently  do, for  ensi  glides, 
I  have  found  His  Royal  Highness  invariably  reauV  *to 
attend  to  my  applications,  and  I  also  "know  that  many 
persons  have  got  commissions  fiom  His  Royal  Highness, 
by  applying  direct  to  him,  without  coming  thiough  me. 
In  respect  of  the  state  of  the  army,  I  can  say  fiom  my 
own  knowledge,  as  having  been  a  Lieutenant-Colonel  ia 
the  army  when  His  .lioyal  Highness  was  appointed  l& 
command  it,  and  having  a  very  intimate  knowledge  of  it 
since  that  it  is  materially  impioved  in  every  respect ;  that 
the  discipline* of  the  soldiers  is  improved  ;  that,,owing  to. 
the  establishments  formed  under  the*  directions  'of  His 
Royal  Highness,  the  offreeis  are  improved  m  knowledge  ; 
that  the  staff  of  the  army  is  much  better  than  it  wab, 
and  much  more  complete  than  it  was;  that  the  eavul»\  is 
implored  ;  that  the  officers  of  the  cavalry  aie  better  tnau 
they  were;  that  the  army  is  moi e  complete  in  o-fficefrs; 
that  the  system  of  subordination  among  the  officers  "of 
the  army  is  better  than  it  was,  and  that  the  whole -sys- 
tem of  the  manage  nent  of  the  cloatfoing  of  the  army,  the 
interior  economy  of  the  legiments  and  everything  thai 
relates  to  the  militaty  discipline  of  the  sold  iers9.  and  the 
military  efficiency  of  the  army,  has  l>eeu  greatly  improved 
since  his  Royal  Highnesb  was  appointed  Commander  n£ 
*  Chief. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  the  improvement  you  have  speci- 
fied, to  be  owing  to  the  per&onal  superintendence  and 
personal  exertions  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  )Com« 
mander  in  Chief? 

A,  The  impiovements  to  which  I  have  adverted, 'hive 
been  owing*  to  the  regulations  of  Ins  Royal  Higtmess^ 
'and  to  his  personal  superintendence  and  his  personal  ex- 
ertions over  the  general  officers  and  others  who.  were  to 
see  those  regulations  carried  into  execution*  * 

II  h  3  General 


334 


General  Mathkw  also  bore  testimony  io  the  ex- 
cellent state  of  the  British  army. 

General  GROSVEWOR  attending  in  his  place, 
made  the  following  statement: 

I  wish  to  state  my  humble  testimony  of  the  high  sen&e 
1  entertain  of  the  advantages  the  army  has  derived  from 
the  zeal*  attention  and  care,  of  His  Royal  Highnes-s  the 
Commander  in  Chief, 

The  evidence  on  both  sides  here  closed. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,, 
that  the  whole  of  the  printed  minutes  would  proba- 
bly be  delivered  to  the  members  on  Monday,  and 
it  was  eveiy  way  desiiable  that  this  gteat  question, 
which  had  engaged  the  public  attention  to  so  great 
at  degree,  should  be  put  to  rest  as  soon  as  it  could 
be  done  consistent  with  the  ends  of  justice.  As  the 
Members  had  already  the  greater  part  of  the  printed 
Minutes,  and  would  have  the  conclusion  of  them  on 
the  ensuing  Monday,  he  thought  that  the  following 
Thursday,  or  Friday  might  be  fixed  on  for  the  dis- 
cussion, 

A  short  conversation  then  took  place,  and  Colonel 
Wardle  declaied,  that  it  was  to  him  a  matter  of 
in  di  Science  what  day  was  fixed  on. 

The  House  was  then  resumed,  and  the  Repot  t  of 
the  Committee  was  ordered  to  be  leceived  on  Thuis- 
day, — Adjourned  at  Three  o' Clock. 
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APPENDIX. 
No.  I. 


COLONEL  FRENCITS  LEVY. 

(No.  1  ) — TERMS  proposed  to  raise  a  Corps  of  5,000  Men  t& 
complete  tlie  old  Regiments. 

Th/\T  an  allowance  be  made  of  twenty -five  guinea^  for  each  man 
approved  at  the  appointed  depots,  which  are  below  mentioned. 

That  no  man  is'to  be  enlisted  above  35  years  of  age  nor  under  f 
feet  5  inches,  but  well  made  growing  lads  between  16  and  18  yea^s 
of  age  may  be  taken  at  5  feet  2  inches. 

That  an  allowance  to  be  made  of  twenty  guineas  for  growing  boys, 
appioved  as  above,  under  16  yeais  of  age,  at  4  feet  6  inches. 
(No  3  )  3* bat  the  above  sums  of  twenty-five  guineas  for  men,  and 
twenty  guineas  for  boys,  aie  to,  seive  as  a  fund  to  subsist  the  re- 
runts  until  finally  approved  at  the  appointed  depots,  to  pay  their 
bounties,  to  afloid  pay  to  the  officers  employed  on  this  seivice  to 
fuitHsh  clothing,  rppomtmrnts,  and  pay  to  the  non-commissioned 
ofhceis,  diummeis,  &c  &c  &c     In  short  this  fund  is  to  cover 
all  ieciuit.n:>  expeuces  and  casualties  whatever  t 
The  icciuits  aie  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  the  period 
or  place  of  then'  sei  vices;  and  such  corpoiak  it  maybe  found  expe- 
dient to  employ,  aie  to  be  given  to  undei stand,  that  they  are  liable 
be  drafted  as  privates  into  the  old  regiments  l>         .  '; 

Each  reci mt  is  to  be  piovided  with  the  following1  slop  clothing, 
viz  a  plain  led  cloth  jacket,  so  made  as  to  button  ciose  to  the  body, 
and  to  have  a  stand  up  collar,  a  short  waistcoat  lined  with  flannel, 
a  pair  of  long  mixed-colomed  cloth  tiowseib,  and  one  plain  round 
black  hat  and  cockade. 

An  allowance  to  be  made  of  £l  7  6  for  the  expence  of  &lop 
clothing  for  each  appioted  lecruit 

That  the  bounty  given  to  the  lecruits,  not  exceed  that  given  by 
the  line. 

It  is  submitted,  that  the  following  places  are  to  be  fixed  upon  foi; 
depots  (as  considered  best  calculated  to  expedite  the  service)  where 
the  icciuits  are  to  be  finally  pa^ed  bj  an  inspecting  field  officer,  or 

&uch 
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such  other  officer  as  may  be  authorized  by  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander  m  Chief    Edinburgh,  or  Berwick  upon  Tweed,  the*v 
Isle  of  Man,  Tilbuiy  Foil,  Corke,  and  the  Isle  of  Wight. 

That  the  officers  employed  on  this  service,  upon  being  appiovcd 
by  the  Commandei  in  Chiei^  are  to  be  Gazetted,  and  have  tempo- 
rary rank  in  the  aurry 

That  Government  in  the  first  instance  is  to  issue  an  advance,  m 
order  to  enable  the  levy  to  proceed. 

And  it  is  humbly  hoped,  if  the  chiefs  of  this  levy  cairy  into  prompt 
and  successful  tfftct  (which  they  pledge  themselves  to  do)  a  mea- 
stue  of  such  magnitude  and  impoitance,  that  their  exertions  will 
have  the  honour  of  meetiiig  the  appiobation  and  consideration  of 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  m  Chief. 

And  notwithstanding  the  hi«h  bounties  now  given  to  recruits  for 
the  aimy  of  receive  and  militia,  they  are  uo»\  picpaied  to  commence 
the  pioposed  levy  immediately,  tru&twg  to  their  stienuous  exeitions 
and  attention. 

J  FRENCH, 

Colonel,  late  102d  Foot. 
H.  SATS' DON,  late  Lt  Col  of  North  Middx. 

Regt   of  Militia,  and  now  Captain  in  the 

Royal  W  Tram. 

London,  Feb  1st  1804. 

• 

(TyTo  q  ) — PROPOSALS  to  raise  5,000  men  to  complete  the  ohi 
Regiments. 

To  carry  into  efficient  e#ect  a  levy  on  so  extensive  a  scale,  it  is 
submitted  that  the  following  non-commissioned  officeis  should  be 
allowed,  which  are  considerably  undei  the  usual  complement  for  the 
number  of  privates  *— >Q0  seijeants,  90  coipoials,  40  drummers,  with 
the  usual  allowance  of  paymaster,  quaitcr-master,  adjutant,  and 
mrgeon  On  completing  the  fiist  500  men,  to  be  allowed  to  rccoin- 
mend  three  captains,  two  lieutenant*!,  thiee  ensigns,  a  quaiter- mas- 
ter, and  adjutant  On  completing  the  fii at  1000,  to  be  allowed  to 
recommend  one  field  officei,  two  captains,  two  lieutenants,  and  three 
ensigns,  and  so  on  pi  ogressively  until  the  whole  h  vv  of  5000  men  is- 
completed.  The  officers  leeommeuded,  aienot  to  dispose  of  their/ 
former  commissions  To  be  allowed  levy  money  at  iliz  iate  of  £  15 
foi  each  approved  recruit  * 
The  bounty  to  each  lecruit  to  be  the  game  a«  that  paid  by  the  line. 
Slop  cloathmgal  £176  per  man  to  be  allowed 

J  FRENCH, 

Colonel,  late  load  Foot 
H  SAN130N,  Capt  R  VV.  Ti am,  and  Deputy 
Lt  Coun  of  Middx 


Memorandum . 

The  letter  of  seivice  granted  to  Colonel  Fiench  and  Captain 
Sandon,  is  dated  the  30th  Apul,  ib04. 

The 
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The  levy  money  was  augmented  from  thirteen  guineas  to  nineteen 
guineas  foi  each  appioved  recruit,  ftom  the  2<3th  Jane,  ld04» 
The  levy  was  discontinued  on  the  23d  Apul,  1305. 

C.  EL 


(No  g  ) — NOTE  ftom  Colonel  Fx  ench  to  Colonel  Clinton  ;  March 
5  th,  1804. 

Col  French  presents  his  compliments  to  Colonel  Clinton  .  he 
hopes  he  will  excuse  hib  taking  the  hbeity  of  requesting  to  know,.if 
the  pioposals  submitted  to  the  Commander  in  Chief  by  Col  Ficikch 
and  Coh  Sandon,  have  met  with  the  approbation  of  his  Kio>al 
Hi^hnebS. 

March  5,  1804,  Cecil-street  Coffee-house,  Strand, 

(No  3  )— Copy  of  a  LETTER  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Colonel 
Trench. 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  7th  March,  1804. 

In^eply  to  yonr  note  of  the  5th  inst  I  have  it  111  eommand  to 
acquaint  you,  tliat  you"  should  addi  ess  yourself  on  the  subject  of 
the  proposal  to  which  you  allude  to  Lieutenant  General  Kewett* 
who  will  give  it  eveijr  consideration,  and  should  he  deem  your  plan 
to  be  eligible,  will  then  submit  it  for  the  Commandei  111  Chief's  con- 
sideration. 

fkdonel  Fieneh,  I  have,  &c. 

Cecil-street  Coffee-house,  (Signed)    W  H  CLINTON. 

(No.  4») — LETTER  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton,  dated 
20th  March  1804 ;  enclosing  Teunb  for  raising  a  Corps  of  5,000 
Men  for  General  Service. 

Cecil-street  Coffee-house,  Strand, 
Sir,  March  20th,  1804. 

In  consequence  of  the  circumstance  wfcich  you  stated  to  me  for 
considei  ation  ycsteiday,  lespectmg  the  terms  pioposedfor  raising  a 
coips  of  5,004)  men  for  general  service,  and  as  that  point  onlyr  viz. 
the  amount  of  levy  money  proposed  for  the  recruits,  appeals  to  be 
objectionable  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  m  Chief; 
Captain  Saudon  and  myself,  anxious  to  render  our  humble  exertions, 
acceptable  to  His  Royal  Highness,  herewith  have  the  honour  to  in- 
close terms,  wherein  we  have  changed  the  levy  money  for  each  ap- 
pioved recruit  fioni  £12  to  10  guineas,  which  we  hope  will  meet 
with  the  approbation  Of  His  Royal  Highness 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
Colonel  Clinton,  J  FRENCH, 

Col.  late  102  Foot. 
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PROPOSALS  to  raise  Five  Thousand  Men,  to  complete  the  ol$ 
Regiments. 

To  be  allowed  to  #pp$int  90  Serjeants,  90  corporate,  and  60  drum- 
mers 

Thtir  subsistence  to  commence  from  the  date*,  of  then  actual  ap- 
pointments as  such  The  one  half  of  the  above  to  be  reckoned  as 
part  of  the  complement  of  ihe  hist  ftu'  hux*dicd,  and  the  remainder 
as  part  of  the  first  thousand. 

To  be  allowed  levy  money  at  the  rate  of  ten  guineas  for  each  re- 
cruit passed  at  the  dep6i»s  ulnch  areheieafier  mentioned,  together 
with  their  subsistence  from  the  dates  of  attestations,  but  sul  sistencc 
an*i  slop  ciothiu$  only  for  lejected  men 

Not  to  enlist  any  man  above  the  age  Or  under  the  size  directed 
by  the  recruiting  instructions  for  the  line.  The  same  rule  to  apply 
lespecting  h^ys  —  *  Qu  4s  to  thenumber  ofboys^  and  the  bounty  to  be 
al toned  a  rowing  leds,  as  regiments  are  altoivcd 

Agreeably  to  what  vas  aUowed  to  the  levies  for  general  service 
the  la>(  war. 

I?  is  pioposed  that  for  such  lecnrit  as  may  receive  an  intermedi- 
ate approval  by  an  inspecting  field  officer  of  a  district,  and  after- 
wards desert,  an  allowance  will  be  made  of  thiee  guineas,  provided 
it  appears  no  improper  delay  has  taken  place  in  sending  such  ie- 
ciiut  forwaid  for  final  approval. 

•  That  the  men  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  the  pe- 
riod and  place  of  then*  seivice-,  and  the  corporate,  when  approved, 

placed 

are  to  be  given  to  understand  that  they  are  hable  to  be  drafted  as 
privates  into  the  old  regiments.  Of  the  ?erjcants,  the  one  half  are 
to  be  allowed  their  discharge  at  the  completion  of  the  levy,  if  tW ? 
desire  it  %x  the  i^iuainder.  a»4  the  drummers,  are  to  be  transferred 
as  such  — It  is  piesumed  that  the  public  are  not  la  be  charged  with  bounty 
for  the  Serjeants 

for  effective 

The  actual  expence  for  the  clothing  and  appointments  of  the  a  nou- 

provided  by  goverumt 
commissioned  officers  and  drummers  to  be  allowed 

Each  man  to  be  provided  with  the  following  slop  clothing: — X 
plain  red  cloth  jacket,  go  made  as  to  button  close  tp.th^  foo4y?!  ami 
to  have  a  stand-up  collar;  a  short  red  waistcoat  linecl  withjflan^ql,^ 
a  pair  of  long  mixed  coloured  c|oth  tiowsers,  and  one  plain  black 
hat  and  cockade  — Qu.  Whether  any  clothing  is  necessary  till  thq  re? 
cruits  are  approved  and  attached  to  regimen's, 

That  he  fehall,  out  of  his  bounty,  be  supplied  on  his  filial  appro- 
val, with  such  necessaries  as  aie  pointed  out  m  the  instructions  fox 
the  recruits'  of  the  line   and  he  shall  be  free  from  debt. 

That  an  allowance  is  to' he  ma^e  for  the  slop  clothing  of, one 

.pound 

*  The  iineg  in  italic  are  queries  and  obseivatio^s  to  the  Pro- 
posals. 


APPENDIX,  35^ 

pound  seven  shilling*  and  sixpence  for  each  recruit  specified  as 
above  —Very  objectionable. 

That  the  bounty  to  each  recruit  is  to  be  the  b*me  as  13  now  paid 
by  the  line — Caiemuslbe  taken  to  secure  the  recruits  recenuar  the 
bounty 

To  be  allowed  during  the  levy  the  assistance  of  ten  officers,  whose 
names  aie  to  be  stated  to  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  111 
Chief  for  his  approbation  ;  and  such  of  these  as  may  be  upon  the 
half- pay  during  their  services,  to  be  allowed  full-pay 

That  Government  in  the  fust  instance  shall  grant  an  issue,  in  or- 
der to  enable  the  levy  to  pioceed  without  delay 

To  be  allowed,  duun£  the  lew,  the*  usual  allowance  of  adjutant, 
paymaster,  surgeon  and  quarter-master  — Providtd  they  are  efftctiiie. 

At  the  completion  of  the  first  500  men,  to  be  allowed  to  recom- 
mend two  captains,  two  lieutenants,  two  ensigns,  a  quarter-master 
ai:d  adjutant. 

Upon  completing  the  first  1000,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  one 
field  officer,  one  captain,  two  lieutenant*?,  and  two  ensigns  3  and  so 
on  progi essively  until  'the  levy  is  completed 

The  officers  recommended  not  to  be  allowed  to  dispose  of  their 
former  commissi'*  is  The  dates  of  the  commissions  of  the  officers 
iccommend(  d  to  take  place  from  the  date  of  the  lettei  of  service  — - 
Thh  appears  a  very  objectionable  measure.  It  voutd,  in  our  humble 
opinion^  be  preferable  tojine  Col  French  a  considerable  compensation 
on  the  completion  of  his  Itw/,  than  to  (>pen  this  door  to  abuse,  and  give 
vp  such  a  decree  o  f  patronage  to  an  nidiudual 

The  following  de»6b»  to  be  fixed  upon  where  the  reeiuits  aie  t© 
he  finally  appioved  by  an  inspecting  iiela  officer,  or  other  officer,  as 
the  Commander  in  Chief  may  judge  propei  to  authorize ,  — Tiibuiy 
Fort*,  the  Isle  of  Wight, n  the  Isle  of  Man*,  Edinburgh  *,  or  Ber- 
wick on  Tweed,  Cork  *,  Dublin  *  — *  Objectionable 
J.  FRENCH,  Colonel  late  102  Foot. 
H  SAN  DON,  Capt   it   Wag   Train,  late  Lieut  Col. 
North  Middx   Regt    and  Deputy  Lieut,  for  the 
County  of  Middx. 

Cecil-street  Coffee-house,  Strand, 
20th  March  1804. 

2!  for  growing  lads. 
4  guineas  for  men 

<No.  5  )    LETTER  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton ; 
dated  15  April  1804.— (Three  Inelosurcs.) 

Colonel  French  trusting  to  the  known  goodness  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  presumes  to  offer  some  obsei  va- 
tions  respecting  the  terms  (in  behalf  of  himself  and  Captain  San- 
don)  which  he  had  the  honour  of  laying  befoie  His  Royal  Highness, 
for  raising  a  corps  of  5,000  for  general  service,  and  those  which  have 
been  communicated  by  Colonel  Clinton,  He  begs,  m  the  first  in- 
stance, to  refer  His  Royal  Highness  to  a  comparative  statement, 

herewith 
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herewith  inclosed,  between  the  proposal  he  had  the  honour  to  lay 
before  His  Royal  Highness  foi  raising  5,000  men  foi  general  seivire*, 
and  the  plan  adapted  by  Government  to  laise  an  equal  naraber  by 
re® i wnts.  The  difleience  m  favoui  of  the  plan  of  the  levyi  m 
point  of  saving  to  tire  pybhc,  is  ob\ious»  However,  it  appeal's  that 
(Government,  instead  of  granting  the  recommendation  of  commis- 
sions m  laisiug  the  levy.,  aie  disposed  to  allow  a  specific  sum  abo\e 
the  lew  money;  which  sum,  Colonel  (Tun ton  has  mentioned,  it  is 
proposed  should  be  two  gumeas,  a  consideration  by  no  meum  o*«e 
half  of  what  weald  have  be*jn  allowed  ^  though  so  iavumahle  as  has 
been  made  appear  to  Goverum$nO  by  the  (  o.imuk-«ioiis 

Fiom  the  insight  and  knowledge  possessed  by  Kis  Royal  High- 
ness of  the  recruiting  service,  it  is  ?.ea?cei\  ntcessaiy  to  lepresent 
the  vanous  heavy  exti'J  expenees  attending  an  undei  taking  of  such 
magnitude,  the  veiy  gieat  attention  and  actiuty  icquned  on  the 
pait  of  the  undei  takeis,  \tith  gieat  attendant  thai ,  the  absolute 
necessity  (besides  a  multiplicity  of  jrtndoouzcs)  ot  ha\mg,  m  the 
most  populous  towns,  houses  htted  up  as  baiiaek^,  with  e^very  kind 
of  convenience  for  the  accommodation  and  health  of  the  leciuits  • 
the  risk  of  bad  debts  by  the  im pi  udence  of  some  officers,  which, 
with  eyery  piecaution,  commanding  ohiceis  aie  l4ibie  to,  paiticu- 
larlv  on  the  piet*ent  extended  scale  In  short,  thevaimus  expenees 
attendant  ou  such  a  sen  ice  cannot  but  ibsorb,  01  at  least  *eiy 
neaily,  the  two  guineas  pioposed  Undei  these  encumstances,  and 
fullv  confident  of  His  Royal  HighnessTs  hbeiality,  blended  with 
public  economy,  it  is  hmablv  pioposed  to  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  that  furthei  addition  of  rI\>o  Guineas,  under  whatevei  head 
Royal  Highness  may  judge  most  piopci  maj  be  allowed 

No  9,  JJuke-stieet,  Adelphi,  Apnl  15,  1804. 

C  L  acquaints  Col  Fieneh  that  H  R  II  cannot  recommend 
any  othei  tenns  being  acceded  to  than  those  with  which  he  lias 
been  made  acquainted 

The  following  is  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Commandei  m  Chief 

J  FRENCH, 

Colonel  late  102d  Foot. 

For  the  faither  eneoiuagpinent  and  expediting  the  completion  of 
the  levy,  the  sum  of  two  guineas  pei  man  (under  the  head  of  bring- 
ing money)  will  be  allowed  m  your  public  accounts,  to  be  disposed 
of  m  such  a  mannei  as  you  sliall  judge  most  conducive  to  the  pui- 
poses  foi  which  it  is  intended. 
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-No.  6. — Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  (Colonel  French  $ 
dated  18th  April,  1804.—  {One  Inclosuie. ) 
Sir,  Horse  Guards,  18th  Apr-1,  1804. 

I  have  ithin  command,  to  retain  you  a  Copy  of  the  Piopo«als  yon 
made  to  raise  Five  Thousand  men  to  complete  the  old  Regiments  of 
the  Line,  with  the  Commander  in  Chiefs  Remaiks  thereon  in  Red 
Ink  ;  and  to  acquaint  you  in  reply  to  your  Letter  of  the  15th  instant, 
that  His  Royal  Highness  cannot  recommend  any  other  terms  bemg  ac- 
ceded to,  than  those  herewith  transmitted. 

Colonel  French,  I  am,  5cc. 

No  9,  Duke- street,  Adelphi.  (Signed)    W.  H.  CLINTON. 

proposals  to  raise  Five  Thousand  Men  to  complete  the  old  Regiment:?. 

To  be  allowed  to  appoint  90  Serjeants,  90  Corporals,  and  60  Drum- 
mers. 

*  The  Non-commissioned  Offices  and  Diuminets  to  be  previously  ap- 
proved of  by  an  Impeding  Field  Officer  of  a  Reciuumg  DislnU 

The  Diummeis  to  be  of  tfie  name  age  arid  standard  of  Boys,  as  speci- 
fied in  the  Rec i  tilting  Instructions. 

Their  Subsistence  to  commence  from  the  dates  of  their  actual  ap- 
pomtmeuts  as  such.  The  one  haif  of  the  above  to  be  leckoned  as 
parts  of  the  complement  of  the  first  500,  and  the  remainder  as  part 
of  the  first  1,000. 

Such  as  are  approved  at  the  appointed  Depots. 

To  be  allowed  Levy  Money  at  the  late  ot  ten  Guineas  for  each  Re- 
cruit passed  at  the  Depots,  which  aie  hereafter  mentioned,  together 
with  their  Subsistence,  from  the  dates  of  attestations,  but  Subsistence 
and  Slop  Clothing  only  for  rejected  Men. 

Not  to  enlist  any  Man  above  the  age,  or  under  the  size  directed  by 
the  Recruiting  Instructions  for  the  Line.  The  same  rule  to  apply  re- 
specting Boys. 

Agreeably  to  what  was  allowed  to  the  Levies  for  general  service  last 
war. 

Thirteen  Guineas  Bounty  for  Men.  The  Bounty  allowed  and  Sum 
after  mentioned  is  to  cover  every  expence  ;  consequently  no  chaige  as 
Subsistence  for  rejected  Men,  or  any  chaige  for  Slop  Clothing  will  he  al- 
lowed%  as  the  Recruits  on  approval  mil  be  clothed  at  the  Depti,  by  the 
Regiment*  to  which  they  aie  appointed. 

No  Subsistence  can  be  allowed  for  any  Recruit ,  but  from  the  date  of  the 
appi oval  at  the  several  Depots  ;  but  with  a  view  to  cover  any  extra  ex-  7 
prices  thai  may  be  inewitd  by  the  men  having  been  enlisted  a  considera- 
ble time  previous  to  their  being  approved,  Colonel  French  will  be  allowed 
to  enlist  Ten  Boys  tn  each  Hundi  ed  Recruits,  for  whom  he  will  receive 
the  same  Bounty  and  Allowance  as  /or  the  others,  s 

It  is  proposed  that  for  such  Recruit  as  may  receive  an  intermediate 
approval  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Officer  of  a  distnct,  and  afterwards 


*  The  Remarks  pr luted  in  Itahcs,  were,  in  the  manuscript  Copy, 
written  in  Ued  Ink.  desert, 
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aUsert,  an  allowance  will  be  made  of  three  Guineas,  provided  it  appears 
do  improper  delay  has  taken  place,  in  sending  such  Recruit  forward  fof 
final  approval. 

As  the  final  approval  is  to  take  place  at  the  Depots,  no  intermedial ,e<  ap- 
proval is  to  be  allowed.  c 

That  the  Men  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation,  as  to  the  periodt 
and  place  of  their  service;  and  the  Corporals  when  approved,  are  to  be 
given  to  understand  that  they  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  Privates  into  the 
old  Regiments. 

The  Di  urnmers  the  same1.  - 

Of  the  Serjeants,  the  one  half  are  to  be  allowed  their  discharge  at; 
the  completion  of  the  Levy>  if  they  desne  it;  the  remainder,  and  the 
Di  urnmers,  are  to  be  transfer!  ed  as  such. 

The  uholeof  the  Nan -commissioned  Offiieis  mvst  nrcessanly  he  enlist 'ed 
tn  the  first  instance  as  Private*,  such  only  receiving  the  Bounty,  as  may 
ajtemaids  be  posted  to  such  Regular  Cot  pi,  as  The  Cowmandei  in  Chief 
may  dueU,  and  ivhtch  Bounty  can  only  be  paid  when  so  posted 

Refeiied  to  the  inclosed  Papei. 

The  actual  expence  for  the  Clothing  and  Appointments  of  the  Non- 
commissioned Officeisand  Diummeis  to  be  allowed. 

The  Clothing  $7  to  he f  implied  for  ike  effectives  by  Gove-mment. 

E*ch  Man  to  be  p'ovded  wuii  the  follo'Ung  Slop  Clothmg  :  a  plain 
red  clorh  Jacket,  so  made  as  to  button  close  to  tha  body,  and  to  have  a 
stand-up  collar ;  a  short  red  Waistcoat  hned  with  flannel ;  a  pair  of 
long  mixed  coloured  cloth  Trowsers ;  and  one  plain  black  Hat  and 
Cockade. 

As  the  Recruits  on  their  approval  at  the  Deptt  will  be  immediately 
ported  to  Regtments,  no  Slop  Clothing  appears  requisite* 

That  he  shall,  out  or  his  B^untv,  be  supplied  on  his  final  approval, 
with  such  necessaries  as  are  pointed  out  in  the  Instructions  for  Recruits 
of  th<>  JUme,  and  he  shais  be  free  from  debt. 

■Answered  by  the  foregoing  remark 

■  That  an  allowance  is  to  be  made  for  S*op  Clothing  of  one  Pound 
seven  Shillings,  and  Sixpence,  for  eich  Recruit,  specified  as  above. 
Ditto. 

That  the  Bounty  to  each  Recruit  is  to  be  the  same  as  is  now  paid  by 
the  Line.  ,  . 

Op  approval t  the  Recruit  must  certify  thut  he  has  received  the  whole 
of  the  Bvuniy  he  has  been  promised 

To  be  allowed  during  the  Levy  the  assistance  of  Ten  Officers,  whose; 
nasties  are  to  be  stated  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief* 
for  hu  approbation,  and  such  of  th?se  as  may  be  upon  the  Half  pay 
during  their  services  to  be  allowed  la\l  Pay 

tThat  Government  xn.  the  first  instance  shall  grant  ati  Issue,  in  order 
to  enable  the  Levy  to  proceed  without  delay. 

ffo  object  ion  ;  but  it  h  to  be  cleat  ly  understood  that  Government  re* 
set  yet  to  tliflj  the  pofvet  of  discontinuing  the  Levy  in  totoy  if  4,000  Men 
are  not  taised  and  passed  at  the  Dep6t  in  mn"  months  from  the  signing  of 
this  inter  of  Service,  or  that  tke  5,000  have  not  been  taised  and  passed 
zn  thirteen  months  from  the  same  date. 

l\%  To 


(    36i  ) 

To  be  allowed  during  the  Lev},  the  usual  allowance  of  Adjutant} 
Paymaster,  Surgeon,  and  Quarter-mastei , 

JVt>/  necessary,  a*  they  aie  to  be  fashed  at  the  Depots  ;  but  an  Officer 
above  the  ten  will  be  allovjed,  ivho  muJ  be  resident  at  each  oj  the  De- 
pots during  the  Levy 

Atthe  cp^mpktion  of  the  first  500  Men,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend 
two  Captajns,  two  Lieutenants,  two  Ensigns,  a  Quai  let -mpster,  and 
Adjutant." 

Upon  completing  the  first  thousand,  to  be  allowed  to  recommend  one 
Field  Officer,  one  Captain,  two  Lieutenants,  and  two  E  isig'us,  and  so 
6n  progressively,  until  the  Levy  is  completed. 

The  Officers  recommended  not  to  be  allowed  to  dispose  of  their  foi« 
mer  Commissions  The  dates  of  the  Commissions  of  the  Officeis  re- 
commended, to  t?ke  place  from  the  date  of  the  Letter  of  Soivice 

In  lieu  of  any  nominatioti  of  Officers ,  an  allowance  at  the  rate  ofTivd 
Guineas  per  Man,  over  and  above  the  beforenamed  sum  of  thirteen  Gut" 
xeast  shall  be  paid,  ivhenever  500  Men  shall  have  been  pas\ed  at  the 
Depdt,  and  that  jur  every  other  50O  Men  so  passed^  the  like  additional 
sum  of  tiva  Guineas  tvtll  be  allowed  by  Government^  Kvhich  is  conti*. 
deted  to  be  a  vt)y  ample  gratification  for  the  possible  t  isk  or  failure  ix 
the  undertaking.  K 

The  following  Depots  to  be  fed  upon  where  ihf  Recruits  are  to  b§ 
finally  approved  by  an  Inspecting  Field  Officer,  or  other  Officer,  as  the 
Commander  in  Chief  ma)  judge  proper  td  authorize  i-^Tslbury  Foft, 
the1  Isle  of  Wight,  the  Isle  oi  Man,  Edinbuigb,  or  Berwick  on  Tweedj 
Cork,  Dublin. 

The  Isle  of  ffilght,  Dublin*  and  Edinburgh^  to  he  the  only  'Depots, 

(Signed)  J  FRENCH,  Colonel  late  jo2d  Regiment. 
Cecil-street  Coffee-House,  II.  SAlvDON,  Captain  R  Waggon  Tiam, 
c  Strand,  20th  March,  1804.       late  Lr   Col.  N.  Middx.  Regt.  and 

Depy.  Lieut  for  the  County  of  Middx. 

K*o.  7. — Letter  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton  ;  dated  20th 
v  April,  1804— (One  Inciosure  ) 

Sir,  No.  9,  Duke-stieet,  Adclphi,  April  20th,  1804, 

I  have  the  honor  herewith  to  leturn  the  Terms  proposed  on  the  part 
ofCapt  S^ndon  and  myself,  (with  the  Remarks  of  the  Commaniiei  m 
Chief)  for  raising  <jocto  Men  foi  general  seivice  We  tiust  His  Royal 
Highness  will  have  the  goodness  to  take  into  favouiabk  consideration 
the  Observations  inserted  in  the  margin,  as,  well  as  those  herewith  in- 
closed, t\rmh  are  referred  to  111  the  margin. 

Colonei  C  inton,  &c.    I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant, 

J.  FRENCH,  Col.  late  load  Foot. 

Memorandum  from  Coiodd  Flench. 

The  reason  for  submitting  that  one  half  of  the  Seijeants  should  be 
discharged  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Lev\,  (agreeably  to  what  was  al- 
lowed in  foimer  Levies)  is  because  it  has  generally  been  judged  expedi- 
ent to  employ  a  certain  number  of  steady  and  expenenced  persons  as 
Serjeants  }  men  very  pioper  as  recruiteis,  but  not  peihaps  fit  foi  active 
ervice.  We 
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We  farther  submit,  that  the  Levy  of  oneiialf  of  the  Serjeants  wi|)  be 
allowed,  on  compleating  the  first  five  hundred,  and  the  remainder  oa 
compleating  the  first  thousand.  The  Serjeants  of  course  to  be  attested 
as  Privates.  It  is  submitted,  that  it  would  appear  singular  to  the  Ser- 
jeants, that  no  Bounty  should  be  allowed  them  until  so  distant  a  period 
as  the  completion  of  the  Levy,  when  attested  and  passed  at  the  com- 
mencement. s  It  would  occasion  a  great  loss  of  time  and  expence,  to 
send  the  Serjeant?  and  Drummers  to  the  Isle  of  Wight  for  approval,  as 
they  would  have-to  maich  fiom  distant  and  different  parts  of  the  em- 
pue,  and  return.  Bat  it  is  to  be  understood,  these  Serjeants  and  Drum- 
mers are  again  ult  mately  to  be  brought  forward  and  disposed  of  into 
Regiments  of  the  Line. 

Tke  Commander  in  Chief  agrees  to  one -half  of  the  Serjeants  being  di,- 
fbargedy  as  required  ;  but  in  the  first  instance  they  must  be  enlisted  and 
attested  as  Privates,  in  order  that  they  may  be  amenable  to  Military 
Lanv ;  but  at  the  same  time  it  may  be  noted  in  their  attestations,  that 
they  are  to  be  discharged  on  the  completion  or  discontinuing  of  the 
Levy. 

Those  ut)bo  may  be  approved  as  fit  for  service,  'will  be  allowed  the 
Bounty^  on  approval  at  any  of  the  Dep$ts. 

No  8. — Copy  of  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Colonel  French,  dated 
$oth  Ami,  1804.    (One  Inclosure.) 
Sir,  Horse  Guards,  20th  April,  2804. 

Ha\  .113  Wii  before  the  Commander  in  Cnief  your  Letter  of  this  day, 
submitting  for  H»s  Royal  Hghness's  consideration,  certain  alterations 
proposed  in  your  Terms  lor  raising  Men  5  I  have  it  now  in  command  to 
return  the  enclosed  Papers,  by  which  you  will  observe  how  far  Hi* 
Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased  to  accede  thereto,  and  to  acquaint  you, 
that  on  your  signifying  to  me  your  readiness  to  undertake  the  Levy'  on 
the  terms  specified,  the  necessary  directions  will  be  given  for  expediting 
a  Letter  of  Service,  to  enable  you  to  proceed  therewith. 

Colonel  French,  I  have,  &c. 

No.  9,  Duke.meet,  Adelphu  (Signed)         W.  H.  CLINTON. 

Memoranda  from  Colonel  French. 

The  reason  for  submitting,  that  one  half  of  the  Serjeants  should  be 
discharged  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Levy,  (agreeably  to  what  was  al- 
lowed in  former  LtVies)  is  because  it  has  generally  been  judged  expe- 
dient to  employ  a  ceitain  number  of  stead)  and  experienced  Persons  as 
Serjeants ;  men  very  proper  as.  recruiters,  but  not  perhaps  fit  foractivt 
service. 

The  Commander  in1  Chief  agrees  to  one  ha  1/  of  the  Serjeants  being  dis* 
charged  as  required,  but  in  the  first  instance  they  must  ali  be  enlhted 
and  attested  a*  Privates  in  order  that  they  may  be  amenable  to  Mili- 
tary Laiv  ;  but  at  the  same  time  it  may  be  noted  in  th^ir  attestations , 
that  they  are  to  be  discharged  on  the  completion  or  discontinuing  of  the 
JLevy. 

We  further  submit,  that  the  Levy  of  one  half  of  the  Serjeants  will 
be  allowed,  on  completing  the  first  ft ve  hundred,  and  the  remainder  oa 
completing  the  first  thousand.  The  Serjeants  of  course  to  be  attested 
,as  Pxivates.  I 

Ii3  It 
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It  is  submitted,  that  it  would  appear  singular  to  the  Sirjea'Us  th  it 
no  Bounty  should  be  allowed  them  until  so  distant  a  period  as  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Levy,  when  attested  and  passed  at  the  commencement . 
It  would  occasion  a  great  loss  of  time  and  expence,  to  send  the  Serjeants 
and  Diummersto  the  Isle  of  Wight,  for  approval,  as  they  would  have 
to  maich  ftom  distant  and  different  parts  of  the  Empire,  and  return. 
But  it  is  to  be  understood,  these  Serjeants  and  Diummers  ate  again  ulti- 
mately to  be  brought  forward  and  disposed  of  into  Regiments  of  theLmc*. 

Tho^eivho  may  be  app) oved  us  Jit  for  service^  unit  be  allowed  (be 
Baunty  on  approval  at  any  of  the  Depots. 

No.  9. — Letter  from  Colonel  French  to  Colonel  Clinton 
Sir,  9,  Duke-street,  Adelphi,  Apnl  2!st,  1S04. 

J  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  Lettet  of  yester- 
day's date,  inclosing  the  Terms,  with  certain  alterations,  upon  which 
the  Commander  in  Chief  will  be  pleased  to  grant  a  fetter  of  Seivice. 
I  heiewith  return  the  same,  and,  on  the  part  of  Capt.  Sandon  and  my- 
selfj  beg  leave  to  siy  we  accept  the  same, 

I  have  the  honorto  be,  Sir, 
Colonel  Clinton,  &c.         Your  most  obedient  humble  Set  van  f, 

J  FRENCH,  Coionellate  ioad  Foot. 

No.  10.—- Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Mr  Moore 
Sir,  23d  Api  ll,  1804. 

T  am  commanded  bv  the  Cemmander  in*  Chief  to  transmit  for  the 
purpose  of  being  laid  before  the  Secretary  at  War,  the  inclosed  copy  of 
Proposals  made  by  Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon,  for  raibing 
5,000  Men,  to  ccmpleatthe  Regiments  of  the  Line;  and  from  the  Re- 
marks (in  red  ink)  made  thereon  by  H  R.  H.,  Mr.  Bragge  will  be  ena- 
bled to  judge  how  fat  the  Teims  have  been  acceded  to  ;  and  I  have 
there foie  to  request  that  you  will  be  pleased  to  move  Mr.  Brugge  to  give 
the  necessary  directions  for  expediting  a  Letter  of  Service,  to  enable 
Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandon  to  proceed  with  their  Levy. 

I  have,  &c. 

Francis  Moore,  Esq  &c.  (Signed)  W.H.CLINTON. 

No.  li. — Letter  from  Mr.  Moore  to  Colonel  Clinton, 
Sir,  War  Office,  26th  April,  1804. 

"I  have  the  Secretary  at  Wai's  directions  to  transmit  herewith,  lor  the 
consideration  of  the  Commander  lin  Chief,  the  draught  ot  a  Letter  of 
Seivice  to  Colouel  Frencn  and  Captain  Sardon,  framed  according  to  the 
Terms  inclosed  m  your  Letter  of  the  23d  instant. 

You  will  fee  pleased  to  state  to  His  koyal  Highness,  that  Mr  Bragge, 
adverting  to  what  has  taken  *place  in  foimer  Levies,  is  induced  most 
particularly  to  recommend  that  it  should  be  a  condition  of  the  engage- 
ment now  under  considciatior,  'hat  the  Recruits  should  receive  the  full 
Bounty  required  by  the  General  Reciuiting  Iustiuctions ;  or  that,  at  all 
events,  the  Bounty  to  be  paid  to  each  Recruit  should  not  be  less  than  a 
ceitain  sum  fixed  by  the7  Lttter  of  Service. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant* 
Colonel  Clinton,  &c.  MOO  RE. 

No. 
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fto"  12  — Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  Mr.  Moore.  , 
Sir,  27th  A011I,  1804* 

Having  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief,  your  Letter  of  yester" 
day  s  date,  transmitting  the  draft  of  \i  setter  of  Service  to  CoionelFr*mc 
and  Captam  Sandon,  (herewith  returned)  and  stating  the  Secretary  at 
War's  opinion,  "  that  *t  should  be  a  condition  of  the  engagement,  that 
the  Recruits  should  each  receive  the  full  Bounty  required  by  the  General 
Recruiting  Instructions,  or  that  the  Bounty  should  not  be  ltss  than  a 
ctitatn  sum  fixed  by  the  Litter  of  Service i  have  ic  hi  command  to 
acquaint  you,  for  Mi.  Biagge  s  information,  that  as  each  Recruit,  on  ap- 
proval at  the  Dej  6t,  is  to  sign  a  Certificate  that  lie  Ins  lceived  the 
lull  Bmnty  ptomised  him,  H.  R.  H.  thinks  that  the  consequences, 
which  Mi  Biagge seems  to  apprehend,  fro  a  no  ceium  sum  being  fixed 
as  Bounty,  aie  not  likely  to  e  lsue,  ana  that  therefore  the  Article  al- 
luded to  mav  remain  as  already  hxed  on 

The  Commandet  in  Cu»ef  howevet  suggests,  that  a  Ctause  should  be 
MS^itei  with  a  Lcttei  ot  Setvice,  requiting  th-u  a  sum,  equal  to  what 
nny  be  fixed  b)  the  Reciuting  Insuu.tions  in  foice  at  tlie  time  should 
be  deducted  from  the  Levy  Money  allowed  to  furnish  the  Rcciuus  with 
su^h  neeessanes  as  may  be  requisite  on  their  fina1  appioval  at  the  Depots 
specified. 

I  have,  &c. 

Francis  Moore,  Esq.  &c.  (Signed)     W.  H  CLINTON. 

No.  13. — Copy  of  a  Lettei  from  the  Secretary  at  War  to  Colonel 
French,  of  the  late  io2d  Foot,  ana  Captain  Sandon,  of  the  Royal  Wag- 
gon Train. — (Letter  oi  Set  vice,) 

Gentlemen,  War-Office,  30th  April,  1804. 

I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  you,  His  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to 
approve  of  your  raiding  five  thousand  men,  to  be  turned  over  to  the 
regiments  of  the  line  in  His  Majesty's  service,  upon  the  fol  owing  con- 
ditions • — The  recruits  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  time 
and  place  of  service.  You  will  be  allowed  thirteen  guineas  levy  money 
for  each  recruit  finally  approved  at  one  of  the  following  depots  ;  V12. 
the  Isle  of  Wight,  Dublin^  and  Edinburgh  ;  out  ot  which  levy  money 
a  sum  equal  to  what  may  be  fixed  by  the  recruiting  instructions  in  force 
at  the  time  is  to  be  appiopiiated  to  furnishing  the  recruits  with  neces- 
saries on  their  final  appioval,  exclusive  of  the  actual  sum  which  may 
have  been  received  by  the  recruit  The  subsistence  of  the  reciuits, 
the  extia  allowance  to  inn-keepeis,  the  allowance  for  beer,  and  any 
othei  daily  charge,  will  only  be  allowed  to  commeBce  from  the  date  of 
approval  of  each  Recruit  ;  but  wuh  a  view  to  covei  any  extra  expences 
that  you  may  incui,  by  the  n^n  being  enlisted  a  considerable  time 
before  their  approval,  you  will  be  ahowed  to  enlist  ten  boys  in  every 
loo  recruits,  lor  whom  you  will  receive  the  same  bounty  and  allow- 
ances as  per  men  The  men  and  boys  respectively  are  to  be  of  the 
age  and  size  directed  by  the  general  reciuitmg  insti  uctions  ol  the  aimy. 
No  chaige  for  slop  cloathm^,  ior  the  non-commissioned  officers  or 
recruits  will  be  admitted,  as,  on  -tpprovai,  tfu  latter  will  be  clothed  at 
the  depots  by  the  regiments  to  which  they  shall  be  a$  once  attached. 
No  intermediate  approval  of  the  recruits  is  to  take  place  ;  and,  conse- 
quently 
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quently,  neither  bounty,  subsistence,  nor  any  other  charge  wilF  he 
allowed  for  such  as  shall  be  rejected  at  the  several  depots.  Each  recruit, 
on  approval  at  the  dep6t,  is  to  sign  a  certificate*  that  le  received  the 
full  bounty  promised  to  him*.  You  Will  be  allowed  to  appoint  90 
Serjeants,  90  corporals,  and  60  dtummers,  who  must  be  previously 
apptoved  by  an  inspecting  field  officer  or  a  recruiting  district.  The 
drummers  are  to  be  of  the  age  and  standard  of  boys,  as  specified,  in  the 
recruiting  instructions.  The  suHsistentc  of  the  above. mentioned  non- 
commissioned officers  and  drummtj-s  is  to  commence  from  the  dates  of 
their  actual  appointment  as  such  R.lf  of  them,  if  finawy  approved  at 
the  depdts,  are  to  be  reckoned  as  pai  t  oi  the  complement  of  the  hrst 
iive  hundred  r*  crints  for  your  levy,  and  thp  lemainotr  as  part  of  tne  hrst 
thousand  The  corporals  and  drum tnei  s  are  to  be  given  <o  understand, 
that  they  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  privates  into  the  old  regiments 

The  whole  of  the  non-com  missioned  officers  and  ebunjners  must,  in 
the  first  instance,  be  enlisted  and  attested  as  privates,  and  th^se  attes- 
tations transmitted  to  this  office  immediately  on  appr  vii.    O  e  half 
of  the  serjeints  may  be  enlisted  v.  ith  the  condition  oi  then  ?>eing  d>s- 
chaiged  at  the  conclusion  of  the  levy,   which  cucumstance  is  to  be 
noticed  in  their  respective  attestations     The  boUtuy  of  thirteen  guineas 
will  be  allowed  lor  such  of  the  non-commissioned  officers  and  oiummers 
as  shall  be  finally  app  oved  at   the  depo  s,  as  p.  it  of  your  levy. 
Cloathing  will  be  provided,  under  the  ctuers  of  government  for  the 
effective  non-commissioned  efficers  and  drummers  employed  as  al^vc- 
mentioned.    You  will  be  allowed,  during  the  levy ,  the  assistance  of 
fen  officers,  whose  names  are  to  be  statea  to  his  Roy.U  Hightuss  the 
Commander-in-Chief  for  his  apj  robation  ;  and  buch  of  these  officers 
as  may  be  on  half  pay,  are  to  receive  full  p*y  during  their  seivice 
"With  youi  ievy  subsequently  to  such  approval.    As  the  men  are  to  be 
passed  at  the  depots,  it  ts  not  thought  necessary  to  make  you  an  allow- 
ance for  an  adjutant,  paymaster,  surgeon,  or  quarter-master,  but  an 
officer  above  the  ten  will  be  allowed,  to  be  resident  at  each  depot  dunng 
ihc  levy.    In  lieu  of  giving  you  permission  to  nominate  any  officers 
for  commissions,  an  allowance  at  the  rate  of  two  guineas  per  man,  over 
and  above  , the  before- mentioned  sum  of  thirteen  guineas  will  be  made 
to  you  whenever  500  men  shall  be  passed  at  the  depots  ;  and  for  every 
$00  men  subsequently  passed,  the  like  ejetra  allowance  of  two  guineas 
per  man  will  be  made  to  you.    The  stipulated  allowance  of  thirteen 
guineas  each,  for  the  approved  recruits,  will  be  issued  immediately  on 
their  approval,  by  the  paymasters  residing  at  the  respective  depots, 
by  draughts  upon  the  agents  of  the  corps  to  which  the  men  and  boys 
may  be  attached,  and  the  recruits  will  be  afterwards  subsisted  thiough 
the  same  channel,  or  by  the  district  paymasters,  until  they  join  regi- 
ments.    The  pay  of  the  commissioned  officers,  non-commissioned 
officers,  and  drummers,  employed  in  the  levy,  is  to  be  received  fi®m 
the  paymasters  of  the  recruiting  district  in  which  they  shall  be  respec- 
tively stationed,  who  will  draw  for  the  same  upon  the  general  agents 
for  recruiting  in  London  and  Dublin  respectively,  rendering  d>stmct 
pay  lists  of  their  expenditures  on  this  head  to  this  office.    If,  however, 
any  of  the  commissioned  officers  should  be  on  full  pay  in  the  existing 
regiment*,  the  distinct  paymasters  will  draw  for  the  pay  of  such  officers 

on 
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on  their  respective  legimental  agents,  in  the  same  manner  as  for  that 
<<o1U#th$t  'officers  employed  in.  the  recruiting  servicer  In  consequence 
of  this  arrangement,  it  is  presumed,  thit  your  advances,  on  account 
of  the  levy,  wili<  be  so  inconsiderable  as  scai  cely  to  require  any  imprest 
of  moneiy  into -your  hands,  in  the  first  instance,  but  if  you  should'  find 
some' assistance  absolutely  necessary,  there  will  be  no  objection  to 
your  receiving  a  moderate  s  im  on  account,  giving  security  for  the 
immediate  repayment  thereof  when  desuei.  It  is  to  be  clearly  un  ler* 
stood,  that  government  reseives  to  itself  the  discretion  of  discontinuing 
the  ldvy  entirely,  mi  casJ  4  000  men  are  not  raised  and  passed  within 
nine  months  from  the  dateot  tins  letter,  oi  in  case  the  whole  ^,000  men 
are  not  laised  *nd  passed  within  thirteen  months  fiom  the  same  date. 
In  the  execution  of  this  service  I  am  to  assure  you  of  every  assistance 
that  this  office  can  affoid. 

Col.   French,  of  the  late  ioz  foot,  and  I  h3ve,  &c. 

Cape.  Sanioi),  of  the  Royal  Waggon  Train.  C  BRAGGE, 

No.  14.— Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Clinton  to  F*  Mooi<S,  Esq,-"* 

(With  two  enclosures.} 

Sir,  Hor«e  Guards,  31st  Mr.y»  18^4, 

I  am  directed  by  thg  Commander-i  l-Cntef  to  fgfer  to  >cm  he^vvith 
a  notejVomCalongi  Frsuiuhitflauvg  to  the  pay  ©f  the  non-eammisi^ned 
©fflsers  and  drummtrs  of  his  new  levyj  and  his  Royal  Highness  think- 
ing, from  the  circumstances  iMted,  that  tlure  appears  no  objection  to 
wiiat  is  requested  by  the  Colonel  in  regard  to  the  subsistence  of  his 
non«eommisiiongd  officers  and  drummers,  provided  that  any  baek  pay 
that  may  be  issued  for  them  be  actually  received  by  th  in,-  and  for 
which  their  acknowledgements  will  be  ot  course  required,  desires  that 
you  will  be  pleased  to  lay  the  $&m<*  before  the  Secretary  a>.  War,  vyith 
his  recommendation  that  Coionel  French's  request  may  be  complied 
WJth.  I  have,  &c. 

Francis  M^re,  Esq.  &c.  W.  H.  CLINTOK, 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  25th  June,  1804.^ 

-J  am  commanded,  by  the  CoTimander-in-Cliuf,  10  ^n  Mint  )ou,  for 
the  iniorma'tioo  ot  the  Secretary  at  War,  tint  in  oons  ^qu  nee  ot  th» 
levy  money  for  recruits  foi  general  s  rv  ce  b-in^  rasca  to  nineteen, 
glisneas,  Colonel  French  and  Captun  Sandon  are  to  re<eiye  the  aug- 
mented kvy  money  foi  each  ^p^wd  legiuit  raised  by  them. 

1  hive,  Arc. 

F.Moore,  Esq.  W   H.  CUN10NT. 

Copy  of  a  Letter  fiom  the  Deputy  Se'cre'tary  at  War  to  Colonel  Fteiteh 
and  Captain  Sandon  j  uated  28th  June,  180  \  >  * 

Sir,  Wu-Ofiee,  z%  h Juney 1804. , 

The  late  of  Lvy   money  for  the  infantry  of  the  line  having  be?n 
augmented  to  rartetten  guineas,  by  the  general  ojrdeis  tiom  head -quarters 
dated  j6th  instant*  I  am  directed  to  acquaint  you,  that  the  l^k"  sum  wtd 
be  ^Uio^ved /for  eaUi  oi  your  recruits  raised  subsequently  to  the  recei^  t 
*hereof,  instead  of  thirteen  gwmeaij  as  spe^hsd  m  ye^i  lettei  of  Se/vice. 
Col.  Freneh.  I^m,  foe. 

Capt.  Sandom  ,  f,  MOORE. 

No, 
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No.  15. 

London,  Cecil  Street  Coffee-house,  Strand, 
Sir,  January  15th,  1805. 

Your  Royal  Highness  I  hope  will  have  the    goodness   to  ex- 
cuse this  intrusion,  as  my  intention  was  to  have  done  myself  the 
honour  of  perspnally  presenting  the  enclosed  letter  to  your  Royal  High- 
ness this  day,  but  on  account  of  your  Royal  Highness's  not  ho'ding  a 
levee,  I  presume  to  take  the  liberty  of  transmitting  it  m  this  manner, 
The  particular  siruation  in  which  L  obviously  stand  with  Brigadier 
General  Taylor,  who  inspects  my  reciuits  m  Ireland,  and  a  delicacy 
not  to  be  troublesome  to  youi  Royal  Highness,  has  hitherto  held  me 
silent  on  the  subject  of  Brigadier  General  Taylor's  most  unaccouutable 
and  persevering  hostility  to  my  levy.    It  is  with  concern  I  must  declare 
that  he  has,  with  diligence,  taken  every  step  to  render  aboirve  my 
unremitted  exertions  to  carry  into  effect  the  intentions  of  your  Royal 
Highness  in  honouring  me  with  the  ietter  ot  service.    At  length  I  feel 
myself  called  upon,  by  duty,  and  in  justice  to  myself,  to  state  the  cir- 
cumstance*.    The  present  inspector  general  having    ately   had  the 
goodness  to  give  instructions  to  Brigadier  General  Taylor,  relative  to 
some  arrangements  of  my  non  'Commissioned  officers,  1  lommu  ncat'd 
the  same  to  Quarter-master  Fawuttj  of  tne  levy  recto-'ing  in  Dublin 
(for  his  guidance)  who  waited  upon  Brigadier  General  I  aylor  on  ths 
occasion.    The  reception  he  met  with  is  stated  in  his  Utter  $  and  it  is 
with  deep  regret  I  must  add,  that  this  proceeding,  on  the  part  of  the 
Deputy  Inspector  General  in  Iieland,  is  but  a  continuation  of  what  mjf* 
levy  has  experienced  from  him  since  its  commeacemtnt  there. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Your  Royal  Highness's  respectful  and  dutiful  servant, 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Gommander-m-Cluef,  J.  FRENCH. 

&c.  &c.  &c.  Colonel. 

(Private.) 

"  Sir,  Dublin,  8th  January,  1805. 

The  esteem  1  have  for  you,  and  zeal  for  his  Majesty's  service,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  leaves  it  out  of  my  power  to  forward  your  levy  as  1  could 
wish,  fiom  the  treatment  I  have  received  from  Brigadier  General 
Taylor.    Your  letter,  dated  the  3d  instant,  I  received  the  sixih,  after- 
noon ;  and  the  next  morning  waned  on  Lieut.  Morton  with  it;  he 
desired  me  t$  take  it  to  Geaeral  Taylor.    The  general  looked  at  it, 
read  part,  threw  it  on  the  table;  s<mi  he  knew  nothing  about  it,  or 
word-S  to  that  effct.  After  a  short  pause,  he  raised  his  voice,  and  said  he 
had  feceived  a  letter,  laying  his  hand  upon  it,  it  being  open  before  him. 
He  then  began  about  the  serjoants  ;  then  the  money — theserjeants  and' 
the  money — so  that  I  was'heaitily  t'red  of  his  sermon.  After  some  time 
lie  Concluded  with  saying,  "You  are  no  levy;"  how  came  you  by  jthafc 
name  of  Levy  ?  nor  did  he,  in  part  of  his- oration,  forget  the  wordjGVtw?^  , 
It  would  take  a  quire7  of  paper  to  give  you  a  full  detail.    Adjutant <$o££p 
waa  the  only  person  present   Like  on  former  occasions  it  may  be  dgg&ed;;  t 
Wtl  gtvt  you  my  honour  that  what  1  have  stated  are  facts.    1  wish  you 
to  come  here  as  soon  as  possible:  he  is  doing  every  thing  in  hwpQW  tq 
tluaw  itt  o»  our  backs : — I  am*»  hurt  I  have  notfpints  tQ  carry  on  your 

,  feus  uae$*t 
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business- — I  am  sorry  to  distress  your  mind  ;  but  \is  impcts  Ve  for  me 

to  stand  it. 

I  am,  Su,  Your  obedient  servant,. 
Colonel  French,  &c  OWEN  FAWQETT.. 

No.  16  — Copy  of  Colonel  Gordon's  Letter  to  Mr.  Kirkrmn,  19th  Jan. 

1 80$,  sending  copies  of  Colonel  Freuch's  Letter  (^fo.  15  J 

Sir,  Hoise  Guards,  19th  janizary,  i8o£. 

I  have  the  commands  of  the  Commanier-in-Chief  to  transmt  to 
you,  lot  the  infotmation  oi  Lord  Cathtart,  a  copy  of  a  letter  and  its 
Enclosures,  from  Cjionel  French,  vn  which  that  officer  complains  tha,t 
the  Deputy  Inspector  General  tor  the  recruiting  seivice  ,m  Ireland  has 
taken  every  btep  to  render  abortive  his  unremitted  exertions  to  carry  into 
effect  the  intentions  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  in  honouring  him  with 
a  letter  of  service,  and  I  am  commanded  to  desire,  tint  the  Deputy  In- 
spector General  may  be  called  to  explain  the  circumstances  to  which 
Colonel  French  alludes,  as  although  His  Rojal  H  ghness  is  sensible 
of  the  duties  incumbent  oa  the  Deputy  Inspector  General,  to  pre- 
seive  a  vigilant  contioul  ovtr  the  vaiious  branches  of  h tS  department, 
and  to  check,  ani  repoit  upon  every  irregularity  that  may  take  place  in 
the  conduct  of  ofn.eis  and  persons  engaged  in  the  recrui  1  ssivice-m 
Ii  eland,  yet  his  Royal  Highness  thinks  it  equally  just  tnat  every  fair  in- 
dulgence should  be  given  10  every  officer  toenaWie  him  to  act  with  fa- 
cility according  to  the  terms  ltf  which  he  is  bound  by  his  instruct'oiis  ; 
and  lam  further  to  desire  you  m-sy  be  pleased  to  move  his  lordship  to 
examine  the  letter  of  service  under  which  Colonel  French  acts,  and  to 
give  sUvh  directions  thereupon  as  may  tend  to  put  a  stop  to  further 
representation. 

I  have,  Sec. 

(Signed)         J.  W.  GORDON. 
P.  S.   Colonel  French  has  been  directed  to  repair  forthwith  to  he* 
land,  and  repoit  lusairtval  to  the  Commander  of  the  Forces* 
J  .  Kirkman,  Esq.  Sec. 
Indorsed,  i$th  January.' 

No.  17. — (Ten  Enclosures  ) 

C.  B,  Acknowledge. 

Sir,  Royal  Hospital,  8th  February,  1805. 

Having,  in  obedience  to  the  Commander-in-Chief's  commands, 
conveyed  in  your  letter  of  19th  January,  by  direction  of  Lieutenant 
General  Lord  Cathcart,  called  upon  B.  General  TayUr  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  circumstances  alluded  to  in  the  allegations  set  forth  by 
Colonel  French's  representation  therein  inclosed  ;  in  answer,  I  ain  now 
directed  by  his  lordship  to  acquaint  you,  for  the  information  of  hit 
Royal  Highness,  that  he  has  called  for  the  letter  of  service,  by  virtue  of 
whkh  Colonel  French  and  Captam  Sandon  carry  on  this  levy,  and  that 
his  lordship  desired  B   General  Taylor  to  report  upon  the  steps  h« 
has  ta1s,en<,  in  conformity  to  the  instructions  he  has  received  from  tim£ 
to  timMromthe  Inspector  General,  concerning  the  levy  ^n.  a^ue^ioiu 
anfcaftfr  tbfffrmtb  him  with  answers  to  the  point*  which  hit  Royal 
Righfiets  is  pleased  to  notice  for  enquiry. 

The  Brigadier  General  has  in  consequence  delivered  to  Lieutenant  Ge- 
neral 
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neral  Lord  i^th cart,  thcMepoit  and  explanatory  papers  heiewilh  enclos- 
ed, which  ii  is  requested  m  -y  He  submrted  M  bhs  Rojal  H  ghrtcss. 

Colonel  Fiepth  has  noweported  hVs  arnval,  i.oi  is  it  know  rT  he  ever 
has1  called  upon  the  Com.na'ider  of  ilie  Prices  ifi  lielaud  ;  but  undoubt- 
ed!^ he  wiH  rnve  eveiy  facility  and  mppnrt  affo>  ded  hifnV  which'  thd 
recruiting  n  tiuct  ©ns  md  circumstances  of  the  sei^te  can  waria'nf, 

lieutenant  Ceijeial  Lord  Cafheart  desires  meto  say,  th<*t  it  appeals  to 
Ivm  that  the 'matteis  ol  complaint  chaiged  against  B  General  TayTdr 
by^Colonel  Frerth,  tray  be  leduted  fo  four  heads  • 

-rst'.  The  havn  g  objecte<l  to  sending  a  seij'antof  fie  Levy,  suppos- 
ed'to  have  been  raised  for  (he  piopoiuon  intended  for  Leiand,  out  of 
thvs  part -of'Hrs  Majesty's  domunons.    1  v 

2ch  For  kavirg  resist d  to  appicve  of  more  than  45  Serjeants  being' 
raided  rn  Ireland  without  some  proportion  of  privates,  unftl  mcieexpla-' 
natory  instructions  should  be  obtained  from  the  Inspectot  Geneia!  to 
authorize 'that  measure,  ard  until  the  Serjeants  raised  in  this  country' 
aie  bt  ought  for  ward  f<<i  "final  appuval 

3d'  For  having  taken  a  teatirg  order  horn  a  peison  named  O'lVeHv,' 
although  giving  beatirg  orders  to  pcisons  bi'milarlv  situ-tted  had  been 
lowed  in  the  case  of  other  levies, 

4th.  For  having  admonished  Quarter- master  Own  F<?\vcct%  intf- 
gaid  to  the'  conduct  of  the  levy,. in  a  manner  the  Quorlei -magtei  did 
riotappiove;  and  foi  h?\n  g,  in  the  course  of  what  he  had  occasion 
to  say  to  tb  s  person,  made  u^eoftbe  w*^d  "a  imp  " 

In  regard  to  the  two  first  of  the^e  heaa«>,  the  B.  General  appears  tat- 
have  acted  as  it  seemed  to  him,  the  instructions  he  leoeivcd  from  the 
Inspector  General  in  regaid  to  issuing  seneants  ciochin^,  explained  the  ir»- 
tention  to  Ire,  but  that  he  had  submitted  h  s  tlo^bts  «nd  observations  to 
the  Inspector  General,  whose  decision  bad  not  an  *ed 

With  regard  to  the  third  cafe,  that  of  O  Rielk,  theie  is  an  txpla- 
watory  paper  No,g.  by  which  it  appean,  that  the  Inspector  General  could 
not  recogn  ze  this  peison  as  a  proper  officer  to  hold  a  beating  01  der 
without  further  explanation 

And  in  regaid  to  the  fourth  case,  the  conversation  with  Quarter-  Mas- 
ter Fawcett,  there  is  in  the  Brigadier  General's  jepoit,  a  statement  of 
what  actually  passed,  and  wh'ith  as  it  happens  had  not  escaped  the  De= 
puty  Inspector  General's  recollection.  Lieutenant  Geneial  Lord  Cathcart 
feels  himself  called  upon,  not  to  conc'uie  his  icpoit  without  observing 
generally,  that  Brigadier  General  Taylor  hz:s  uniformly  appeared  ltd  hii 
Lordship,  to  be  remaikable  for  his  diligtnce  ar  d  assiduity  in  ca"iryirg  on 
all  the  rmpoitant  duties  entiusted  to  him;  that  his  Lordship  has  on 
all  occasions  perceived  in  his,  conduct  the  gieatest  zeal  for  th<?  in-* 
crease  ot  His  Majesty's  di^posaUe  force  by  serviceable  recruits1;  but  his? 
Lordship  never  remarked  in  bus  proceedings,  or  heard  ibnt  officer  a  ecus-*' 
ed  of  any  manner  of  partiality. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant, 

J  KIRKMAN 

Enclosure  T.) — Sir,  Dublin,  H^th  fzrirSof. 

I  have  the  honour  of  your  letter  of  the  24th  mst.  enclosing  the  cop* 
©f  oi;«  itom  Lreiuettant  Colonel  Gordon*  together  wi  »h  *viot her  fro 
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Colonel  French  to  hit  fcoyal  *%to$nth£  Coifcraafcler  in  tThleS  a&A 
<rf  one  from  Quarter  Master  Faucett  to  Colonel  French  ,  also  directing 
ttu  to  transmit,  for  the  information  of  the  Con\mkndci  ot  this  Forces,  4 
co0  of  th«  colonels  fetterof  fctvick  and  of  the  instructions  untt^«*  whicl* 
he  has  undertaken  his  levy,  and  for*  me  to  report  urfon  thfe  subject  of  co. 
lonel  Frenches  letter  to  his  Royal*  Highness,1  as  hktifctfse  upon  'Quarter 
Master  J?\*ucett's  to  the  Colonel  1 

la  obedience  to  these  directions)  herewith  I  cnbldse  a  copy  of  Colonel 
French  s  tatter  of  service,  as  'alio  of  ?sdch1  papers  from  No  i,  to  8  ar  £. 
have  received,  that  appertain  to  hW  artff my  own  instructions  ,  but  pre* 
vious  to  my  statement  concerning  the  two  letters  in  guestion,  I  beg 
leave  to  mention,  that  in  May  last  I  first  received  intimation  that  co- 
lonel french  had  undertaken' to  raise  ^ooc*  men  in  a  given  period  ,  and  t» 
enable  him  to  effect  it,  he  Was  to  have  the  assistance,  of  a  certain  num- 
ber or ocrsons  as  officers,'  With  Oo  serfeants,  go  corporate  and  6o  drum- 
mefs,  one  half  of  whom  being  intended  for  Ireland,  p  No  8f  f  was  di- 
rected to  provide*  crotrnnj ibr     Tha/  u  ider  certain  conditions  specified 
in  the  letter  of  service^  ana*  iri  the  instructions,  the  colonel  was,  to  have  « 
levy  money  of  21  |uirieas  per  trhtfil    Orfe  lialF  of  the  serjearfts  were  to  be  * 
fit  for  service  agreeably  tp  the  recruiting  regulations,  to  be  altesied  is 
privates,  but  to  be'transfetr^cfaS  Serjeants  at  the  teimination  of  the  levy. 
The  other  half  werl  to  "be  capable  of  the  recruiting  sen  ice,  and  to  be  dis* 
charged  on  the  termination  of  thi  colcfners  levy     1  he  corporals  and 
drummers  were  also'  to  be  according  to  the  recruiting  regulations  of  their 
respective  rank<?;  to  be  attested \i  ^fiVaftS,  and  transfeired  as  pi  lvates,  on 
the  close  of  the  levy,  to  such  corps'  as*  his  Royal  Highness  might  be 
pleased  to  direct  *  The  botfnty'rfiohey  payable  to  the  whole  of  these  per- 
sons, as  well  as  to  the  privates,  is  not  specified,  but  may  be  on  whatever 
terms  the  colonel  can  make  his  agreement,  and  in  order  to  prevent  any 
future  disagreement,  in  consequence*  of  there  not  being  a  sp ecihed  bouuty 
to  the  recruit,  I  am'dtredted  to  have  a  certificate  of  the  agreement  with, 
colonel  French,  of  su1ch  men  as  I  hinHy  approve  of,  which  certificate  I 
annex  to  the- attestations,  and  rs  in  form  No  4 

Towards  the  end  of  July  last,  I  was  given  tOurtderstand  that  one  ser* 
jeant  wftohad  been  finally  approved 'of  had  been  sent  out  of  the  country 
This  bem£  signified  to  colofYet  French,  he  said  he  cojld  send  them  to 
where  he  pleased,  and  on  my'iepl'ying  that  1  should  consider  this  man 
as  one  of  the  proportion  of  Serjeant's  allbtted  to  Ireland  (having  drawn 
the  levy  money  roi  him)  he  toicluded  with  observing,  he  should  appoJfl* 
as  many  as  he  chose  for  Ireland  1  his  conception  of  the  instruction* 
differing  very  materially  ^rom  mine5,1  I  deenvd  it  requisite  to  send  a  state 
of  the  levy  to  the  Inspector  General,  and  to  inquire  to  what  extent  J  was 
to  pass  or  approve  of  Serjeants  for  colonel  fiench'S  levy  As  to  eorpo* 
rals  and  drummers  they  never  came  mi'o  question',  for  to  this  momuithe; 
has  not  raised  the  proportion  I  supposed  to  be  intended  for  Ireland,  viz. 
45  corporals  and  30  drummcis 

(n  answer  tothis  quay,  I  received  the  following,  being  an  extract  of 
a  ktter  from  lieutenant  colonel  Carey,  dated  «6eh  July  1804     **  He 
(alluiirig  to  the  Inspector  General)  has  thought  it  advisable  tb  refer  your 
**  query  to  tho  Commander  in  Chief's  consideration,  and  at  the  same  v 
**  time     lay  bejore  Jus  Royal  Highness  a  statement  of  the  expe&ccs  of 
No.  XXtft  — Vol,  KkJ 
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**  the 'levy',  with  a  comparison  of  the  benefit  derived  to  the  pulhc'fi-om 
the  contract ;  from  w huh  it  appears  the  public  ins  p  niTlor  bOire  time 
(i  past,  tnoiethan  £  10  per  day  for  the  subsistence  or  tie*,  exclusive 
*t  bt  marching  money  and  bounties,  for  only  six  recruits  who  had  beei* 
"  approved  of  at  the  time  the  calculation  wa&  m?de  Udder  such  cir- 
•  •  cufflsiances  you  will  of  couise  not  act  in  cpuiot  nuty  to  colonel  French's 
**  desire  until  fuither  otdets." 

■This  information  was  given  to  colonel  French  eai ly  in  August;  at  the 
same  time  Lsaid,  that  as  he  then  wanted  but  tew  serjeants  to  complete 
what  1  conceived,  to  be  his  establishment  for  Irelai  d,  and  several  of  those 
lie  had  were  at  that  time  only  intermediately  approved  of,  he  had  better 
bring  them  forw^ri  foi  final  approval,  and  use  some  greater  exertion  to 
get  them  and  have  this  part  of  the  business  over,  particularly  with  the 
seijean'ts  for  peimarent  service,  because  he  had  no  moie  limited  seivlce 
Serjeants  than  the, others  ;  but  that  he  must  not  expect  I  shouid  exceed 
this  number  .without  fui  t her  otder6. 

* ,  Thus  the  levy  continued  with  bringing  few  forward  until  the  middle 
*f  October  last,  when  colonel  French  left  Ireland,  and  when  I  thought  ' 
J  had  passed  the  45  set  joints.    I  signified  to  Quarter  Mastei  Faucett  m 
the  November  fohowuic,  I  could  not  pass  any  more  without  fresh  m- 
stiuctions,  and  again  ui^ed  the  completion  of  the  other  part  of  the  esta- 
blishment, and  to  make  some  exertion,  to  raise  privates.    The  levy  con- 
tinued m  this  state  until  the  beginning  of  this  month,  when  Isreceived 
the  copy  of  a  lettei   fioxn  colonel  Ftench  to  the  Inspector  Geneial,  ac-  ' 
compmted  with  a  n>f  nru  randa  from  lieutenant  colonel  Gordon,  stating, 
that  by  colonel  French's  e tier  of  set  vice~'*he  was  entitled  to  go  seijeants, 
"  go  <  orporals  and  60  drummeis,  he  should  of  course  be  allowed  to  ap- 
"  point  them. " 

No  7  The  d  *y  after  I  leceived  these  instructions  Quaiter  Master 
Faucett  called,  ai,d  shewed  me  colonel  Fiench's  letter  (the  ansvvei  to 
this  letter  ?p,  eais  to  be  the  one  1  have  with  your's  of  the  which 
Jefrer  stated  it.e  purport  of  his  intended  regulations,  beio'g  63  seijea',ts 
for  Ii  eland,  and  at  the  fite  of  9  to  each  officer.    Thus  far  Quarter  Mas- 
ter Faucett's  statement  of  my  inattention  to  the  letter  is  incorrect   for  if 
my  recollection  serves  me  it  is  nearly  the  words  of  it     T  then  mentioned 
to  him  I  was  ready  to  inspect  such  persons  as  were  biou^ht  f 01  ward  ; 
and  1  was  notsutpnsed  at  the  exertion  to  be  allowed  to  complete  the  full 
establishment  of  Serjeants,  because  they  were  got  for  a  guinea  or  two 
bounty,  but  there  did  not  appear  to  be  the  same  attention  to  get  corporals 
asd  drummers,  although  in  few  instances  did  the  bounty  10  them  ex- 
ceed tix  or  eight  guineas,  and  as  to  pnvates  tlrey  scaiceiy  appeared  to  be 
intended  as  part  of  the  levy.    After  this  I  added,  1  should  have  (sup- 
posed, if  the  intension  actually  was  to  raise  privates,  so   e  gt eater  ex- 
eition  ought  to  have  been  made,    if  it  was  nornoieihan  to  snew  a  dis- 
p^itioiuo  make  good  the  engagement,  and  to  fulfil  his  Royal  Highness  s 
expectation  of  so  considerable  a  levy,  so  as  to  induce  him  to  continue  it. 
But  situated  as  I  was,  I  felt  it  incumbent  on  me  to  say,  th.u  the  whale 
tenor  of  the  prpceedings  of  the  levy  since  I  saw  it,  went  to  procure  pei- 
sons  to  whom  scarcely  any  bounty  was  issued,  and  win  re  a  bounty  be- 
came necessaiy  no  steps  weretaken  to  produce  them    As  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Serjeants,  I  had  offers  daily  for  these  situat  ons,  without  ^nv  ex- 
pectation ot  Douaty,  and  no  chaige  ot  bounty  had  been  incuircd  by  the  no- 
mination 
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mination  nf  ?  of  those  a  nched  to  the  recruiting  department,  although 
they  weic  all  toi  ge  >era,  s  t\ice.  That  at  that  moment  there  Was  an  ap - 
plicitioir  oil  the  ta  >L,  101  whom  I  had  not  an  immediate  vaca  vcy  ;  the 
Q^t  t  M  stet  o'ulns  had  the  modesty  to-desire  he  might  be  translet  red 
to  hi  n  ,  to  which  l  s  npiy  s,ad  —  Wnat,  bit,  do  you  think  I  am  to  act 
as  c<  i.tu-  f  ji  you,  you  v.a  1  \  ou!  selves  a  co.  ps,  bat  in  iact  you  ate  a  levy 
w>  hour  men,  ana  ihchw  \ou  have  got  stand  government  in^T  iJ,opef 
m  i  ?!  We  then  patted,  «i  my  again  temmdmg  hi4«  to  bnnj,  ioivvxiid 
St  svon  as  he  cou.a  tie  i.numing  non-commissioned  oificei-s  co'onfl 
Ftench  miendei  tor  Irelm  f,  tar  the  not  doing  so  there  w^s  hardly  any 
excuse,  past.cu  at}/  as  he  w  .s~awate,  that  the  age  and  standard  foi  this 
levy  were  mote  t.uo  uahle  tn<m  to  the  hn*,  being  at  35  years  of  age,  and 
5  feet  4  inches  in  height,  wheteas  fot  the  line  and  gth  f al  service,  (ex- 
cept fai  ti  e  foui  young  itgiments)..  it  was  at  30  yeaisot  age,  and  at  5 
feu     niches  in  height 

Tins  statement  is  m  fact  the  purport  of  mv  conversation  with  Q  ^arter 
MiSte?  Faucet?,  aoo  is  the  subject  of  his  pnvace  lettet  to  colooei  Jhv  iu>, 
it  parsed  at  my  orh.e  <uid  in  piesence  ot  the  adjutant,  and  I  think  fuhy 
accou  Hs  fot  wha,  h»  is  pleas  d  to  oil  my  sei  m  ni  upoo  the  servants,  and 
th<  money,  a  >d  it  by  110  means  denov.es  any  hosa'ity  to  nis  levy,  but 
lathet  sin  ws>  an  anxious  des're  to  pioduCv.  an  n  to  th-1  t>crv  c^ 

In  regird  to  tne  lepiesentatioo  made  by  co  onel  Fi  _nc  )  to  his  Royii 
Highness, of  my  most  unaccountable  and  persevering  hostility  to  his  levy, 
and  that  1  tike  every  diligent  step  to'reuder  abortive  his  umemitted  t\~ 
ertions  to  ca.ry  into  effect  chejut^ntioDS  of  his  Ro^ai  Highness  in  grim- 
in-gjum  a  letter  of  service,    I  can  safely  say  that  no  act  of  mine  has 
shewed  a  disposition  to  thwart  h>s  recruu«ug,  but  the  contrary,  and  if  I 
ivas  to  have  acted  m  strictness  to  my  insnuctions,  sevei  al  of  the  tew  men 
%  have  passed  should  have  been' dismissed,  meteiv  en  account  of  colonel 
Ftench's  officers  holding  out  engagements  to  them  as  corporals  and  drum- 
jn^rs,  tor  the  future  disposal,  that  could  not  be  made  good  ,  an  i  tor  a 
setting  in  their  attestations  a  less  bounty  than  they  agreed  for,  which  (om 
account  of  their  not  being  abie  to  read)  they  knew  nothing  ot  unt.j  t  n,  y 
c^me  before  me.    I  do  most  soLmniy  deflate,  tne  day  oMnspectmg  c  >- 
Jonel  French's  men,  whenever  it  ha»  hithcito  lnppen„J,  ha,  been  »ror£ 
a  day  for  settling  disputes  between  them  and  the  non-c«rhmi"'Siotied  of- 
iiceis,  thin  for   pas>sn  g  of  reciuns.    At  stveral  I  Ik  <p.o  iej        b  'cii 
present,  when  it  appealed  that  the  agieemeuts  for  >nns  ling  weie  to-- a 
greater  bounty  than  insetted  in  the  attest -uion,  and  tr-t  e  igigemenis 
were  to  be  t'ansferred  as  corporais  and  diummers  instead  ol,*as  ^riyates, 
consequently  the  inducement  to  inhst  tor  a  le^s  bounty  is  obv.ous. 

In  lepeated  instances,  ftom  a  wish  to  get  m~n,  1  have  pmva'i.ed  upon 
th^m  to  agree  to  a  transtei  as  pnvates,  aou  ac  the  same  tunc  t><0  nf'e.t  to 
colonel  Fiench  he  should  instruct  his  officers  to  prevent  tnese  continu- 
ed disputes,  some  of  which  ot  a  simnar  nature)  since  Ins  absei  ce,  ha«e 
bsen  greater  than  before  ' 

In  respect  to  the  bounty  paid  to  men  r?i  «d  in  the  country,  the  co- 
ronal's officers  are  not  satisfied  with  inducing  them  to  mhst  at  an  un  ier- 
rate  of  bounty,  feut  in  their  payment  ot  it  liiey  keep  a  lunnmg  account, 
and  when  they  settle,  the  men  have  been  chained  with  the  p-ty  gi\en  to 
them  from  their  mhstment,  as  pa<tof  the  bounty.    Colo  m  French  is 
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s^sti-arigcr  tQjhis,  and  I  believe  m  more  than  one  instance,  he  has  re* 
funded  the  pay  to  ttye  reciuu,  and  s»aid  he  would  recover  it  from  his 

From, these  circumstances  J  feel  it  necessary  tc  see  the  men  and  the 
public  done  justice  to,  which  I  am  convinced  is  the  sole  cause  of  the 
representatipn  of  my  persevering  hostility  ro  the  levy  The  certificate 
©f  the  £Um$  agreed  to,  and  wrote  on  the  hack  of  several  attestitions, 
differing  with  what  is  originally  inserted  in  the  fiont  of  them,  will  cor- 
tpborate  What  I  assert. 

I  now  beg  to  mention  as  natter  of  information,  that  since  colonel 
.French's  levy  commenced  in  Ireland,  ^in  July  laic,  there  has  been  48 
perjeants  approved  of  to  the  19th  lhst.  pf  whom  2  have  deserted,  1 
drowned,  i  promoted  to  be  an  officer,  j  reduced  by  sentence  of  a  court 
martial,  and  sent  to  the  Isle  of  Wight  as  private  j  2  rriore  1  educed  by 
sentence  of  a  court  martial,  and  being  for  limited  service,  <*re  supposed 
10  hav*  been  dismissed,  not  fyeing  returned  as  privates,  leaving  41  forth- 
coming for  transferable  and  limned  service,  but  including  the  one  gent 
from  Ireland  ;  besides  25  corporal-,  of  whom  1  have  deserted,  and  j£ 
unimu  ers.  These  aiethe  whole  that  the  levy  have  pro..ur&d  of  every 
description  except  27  privates  and  2  boys,  of  whom  8  have  deserted  or 
have  been  taken  up  as  deseiters  from  other  corps.  Now  as  from  the 
strength  of  the  present  number  of  persons  to  recruit  (no  less  than  £o<-x- 
thisive  ii  officers)  but — Recruits  are  forthcoming,  and  no't  one  retunivd 
since  the  27th  ulL  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  expect  much  advantage,  pai- 
luulariy  a»  from  the  tenor  of  the  contract  there  is  no  obligation  to  make 
$tgood 

Should  the  whole  of  colonel  French's  non-commissioned  officers  b$ 
fioramated,  and  his  engagements  with  them  be  effected  on  the  same  term* 
as  hitherto,  the  advantage  can  be  easily  ascertained,  when  thepapers  be** 
fort  me  shew,  that  the  average  bounty  to  each  serjeant  is  under  2  guU 
peas,  to  each  coiporai  7  guineas,  and  each  drummer  6  guineas;  con- 
sequently when  the  harvest  is  reaped  by  the  appointment  of  the  non- 
commissioned officers,  there  can  be  little  reason  to  suppose  from  what 
Jias  been  done,  that  the  proper  exertions  to  obtain  privates  will  after- 
Wards  be  used. 

1  c?nnot  c  ose  this  statement  in  reply  to  colonel  tiench's  representa- 
tion, without  observing,  that  no  bounty  is  advanced  to  such  recruits  as 
sue  raised  in  Dublin  until  they  are  finally  passed  ;  and  unless  accidental- 
ly seen  when  under  surgical  examination,  they  are  not  noticed  by  any  of 
tnereciuiting  staff,  and  it  has  happened  repeatedly,  that  Quarter  M  .ster 
Fcucett  has  staled  (as  soon  as  the  men  are  passed  and  completely  oil  the 
risk  of  colonel  French's  peopi?)  he  was>  certain  that  particular  men  wou,d 
desert,  and  with  a  sneei  recommended  me  to  keep  a  watch  upon  them; 
several  of  his  pointing  out  have  deserted,  and  others  have  been  taken  up 
the  veiy  same  evening  01  next  day,  v^hen  oui  people  had  time  to  exa- 
mine. In  one  instance,  I  have  strong  reason  to  believe  (though  without 
poof)  that  he  knew  the  fellow  to  be  a  deserter  when  he  was  brought 
toi  ward. 

TheYepoits  of  irregular  proceedings  in  the  country  aie  numerous,  of 
one  in  particular  I  inclose  the  magistrate's  representation.  The  lad 
was  fought  tQ  Public  as  stated  by  the  magistrate  In,  No.      and  was 
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.i«5gic»1'y  rejected,  and  dismjss'edbefor*  I  teceieed  the*  letter,  consequent* 
ly  I  was  not  enabled  to  make  the  proper  w<|  nry.  Ii  short  the  corn- 
plants,  (a  re,  frequent,  and  T  can  aver,  that  notwithstanding  the  mttftt- 
plwi'ty  ot  lecruiting  which  h*s  been  going  on  in'  Iceland  *mce  Jade  last 
,{jo  the  extent  of  more  than  5,000  men  that  have  been  raised)  and'sbme 
of  it  wjth  the  strongest  inducement^©  ruse  men  by  every  means  posstb»e, 
ye*  I  have  had  fewer  personal  difference  to  settle  between-  offiders  and 
tbeir  recruits,  than  i  have  hao*  with  colon»l  French's  levy,  * 
.✓However  feasible  colonel  JFrench  may  hate  imagined  it  "'might  be  to 
raise  S^ooo  men  when  he  gave  m  his  proposals  to  his-  Royal  High- 
ness, he  now  sees  the  jmpracticabil'ty  of  it,  theiefoie  must  attach  a 
tause  foi  us  failure  somewhere.  If,  however,  theie  is  a  cause  for  its 
1  ot  succeeding  in  Ireland,  he  should  affix  it  to  the  avai*ce  of  fats  own 
people,  for  the  bounty  to  the  — — Recruits  is  bu't  \i\  grtneal  on»'the 
average  to  each  ,  how  therefore  is  it  possible  for  them  to  get  men,  even 
y  th,  eve*y  kt/fi»w»edge  of  the  ait  of  recruiting,  when  every  officer 
around  them  are  giving  16  gumeas,  and  to  whkh  is  added  the  induce- 
ment of  pjromctjon  and  personal  influence  j  noiwithstanOjflg  which  many 
of  th^se  gemlrme'n  have  Jailed 

1  ttust  you  will  ex*. use  the  unreasonable  length  of  this  letter;  hut  the 
ve»y  su/  ng  a*  d  urmartantable  representation^  colonel  French  against 
my  co  iout(,  lendcis  it  requisite  to  make  thik  statement  in  vindication 
of  if,  f  h'th  I  oeg  LordCathcart  .vill  have  the  goodness  to  repre<"irt  to 
fbe  ComnuiuUi  rt  t  hief.  At  the  same  time  I  can  declare,  that 'si  ice 
the  hijtunojuent  J 1*  Royal  Highness-  was  gracrousiy  pi  a&ci  to  appoint 
me  Deputy  iimrti  »oi  General  for  Ireland, every  thought  and  acMias^e.ft 
z;jlojsly  ex  ucd  to  fulfil  the  tru»t  1  closed  jn  rnfc,  XvA  \o  }Jt 6  ifvote  the 
ic< ,  vw  ich  I  be i. eve  not  onjy  f he  late  Inspector  General  wi1*  e  tUy, 

wif»  I  tiubt  the  jMcsent  one,  fiom  his  knowledge  of  my  yroc  tdmgs 
|incev]i  s  'ppp.mment. 

I  have  the  honoui  to  remain,  Sir,    -  - 
Your  most  oSedient  «um  UtChlul  hupb»e  s-rvTtht^ 
J,Kut;  aut  Colonel  Kir kman,&u  J  AME  5  TAVUM 

Bngadier  Gi.-n*iai  D   It  G* 

( iVpv  )      (Enclosure  2  — No'  r,  with  two  En  Insure*  )* 

Si,   u      t  Army  i)eh6t.  i\  h  Vf  i'y  ^04 

1  nj,ve  received  the  Inspector  Ge-neni's  dircuiotr  to  t<  n»mu,  tor^uiir 
iwoza  ,1  ion  and  guidance,  the  enCiOsud  tof  j  ot  a  letur  rro.n  Ka»n  13 
IS,  ^01 »,  V.c[  with  theiopy  ot  a  iett  1  ot  sjivice  gra  .it  I  to  neut  •  apt 
co  04?  c  f'  itnch  of  the  latt  xozdjo'  <v.d  c  ptam  ka.idon  oi  iht  Roj*»I 
VV,i^,  n  liaw,  a"ihor&»ng  them  to  m«w  5  oco  general  set  vl<r e  ic  i»uis, 
in  vny  part  of  the  tinted  Kingdom,  to  be  n'n  Ity  pa  Ntd  at  tr>e  t>A  o\v.t  g 
P  Nj  £  *  •  <it  Dublin,  undei  yout  order>  ,  ?t  (i  *  *  i*l>  u  ii ,  und'H  the  oraets 
ot  Colonel  Scott,'  JXpdiy  Inspect©!  Gv  neiaj-ior  North  Bj.t-hs  aM  ut 
the.l,8le,  of,  Wight  uader  the  lusptttot  G.nrr^l  t.iejt  Gt  d?h<  Hewut 
do^tresme  at  the  same  time  to  request  you  will  be  par  icuitrly  cattH/us  i'\ 
r,egai^sto  deserters,  arid  not  pass  any  mm  whom  you  may  have  rea&dn  to 
suspcit'aasuch  '  s 

^  The  Lads  and  Boys  are  to  be  fn variably  sent  to  t his  depdt  in  sueK 
numbelrs  and  bf  such  means  as  you  may  judge  must*  advis-abie/  aui  1% 
foiwarding  them  huh&t  you  will  use  e\ery  ptecauuon  to  pievent  their 
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pas^in'g  for  the  Ordinary'  General  Service  Recruit*.    You  will  fdrwsrrtf' 
*epa*ate  weekly  returns  of  this  Corps,  which  wilt  regulate  the  Inspec- 
tor- general  iri  his'  directions  for  the  disposal  of  the  men  which  may  be 
appi  jved  of  by  you.' 

I  have  t^e  honour,  Sec.  &c.  &c.  ' 

(Signed)       '  JOHN  JAMES  BARLOW, 
Colonel  Taylor,  &c  Dublin,  tt.  Col.  D.  1.  Q. 

Indorsed  4tli  May  1804,  30th  April  180  " 

SW  War-Office,  4th  May  1804. 

f  have  the  Secretary  at  War's  direct. ons  to  enclose  herewith,  for 
your  information,  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  seivice,  authorising  lieutenant 
colonel  French  and  captain  Sand  >n  to  raise  5,000  men  for  His  Ma- 
jesty's service. 

You  will  be  pleased  to  cause  clothing  for  the  effective  non-commis* 
sioneYl  officers  aud  dranimois  employed  m  cany ing  on  this  levy,  to 
be  supplied  from  the  stores  of  the  army  of  reserve. 

1  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c.  &c.  &c. 
Lieut.  General  Hewit,  &c.  (signed)  F.  MOORE. 

Indorsed  30th  April. 

(Copy.) 

Gentlemen,  v  War-Office,  April  30th  1804. 

1  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  you,  His -Majesty  has  bpen  pleased  t(? 
approve  of  your  raising  five  thousand  men,  to  he  turned  ovei  to  $he  re- 
giments of  tfre  ijne  in  His  Majesty's  service,  upon  the  following;  Condi- 
tions : 

The  recruits  are  to  be  engaged  without  limitation  as  to  the  time  and 
place  of  ^eivice. 

You  will  allow  thirteen  guineas  levy  money  for  each  recrnit  finally 
approved&it  one  of  the  following  depots,  (\ \z.)  The  Isle  of  Wight,  Dub- 
lin,, and  Edinburgh,  out  of  wbicn  levy  money,  a  sum  equal  to  what 
may  be  fixed  by  the  recruiting  Distinctions  in  foice  at  the  time,  is  to 
be  appropriated  to  furnish  the  lecrmts  with  necessaries  on  their  final 
Approval,  exclusive  of  the  actual  sum  which  may  have  been  received 
by  the  reciuit„ 

The  subsistence  of  the  veciuit*,.  the  ex'ra  allowance  to  inn-keeper^ 
the  allowance  for  beei,  and  any  othei  daily  chaige,  will  only  be  al 
lowed  to  commence  from  the  date  of  approval  of  each  recruit,  but  witk 
a  view  to  cover  any  extra  expei'ce  that  you  may  incur  by  the  men  be- 
ing enlisted  a  considerable  time  before  their  approval,  you  will  be  al- 
low  ed  to  enhst  ttn  boys  in  eveiy  hundred  recruits,  for  whom  yon  wiil 
receive  the  same  bounty  and  allowance  as  for  men. 

'The  men  and  boys  respectively  are  to  be  of  the  age  and  size  di- 
rected by  the  general  recruiting  mstructioirt  of  the  aymy. 

j£o>  ehawre  for  slop  clothing  fbr  the  non-commifcsioned  officers  tfr 
recruits  wi|!  be  admitted ;  as,  o»  approval,  the  latter  will  he  clothed' 
at  tbe  depdte,  by  the  regiments  to  which  they  shall  be  at  olae'e  at2* 
taohed.  ' 

$q  intermediate  apurpyal  of  r,egrtuits  U  to  take  place,  and  Conse* 

'  *    '  "curtly 
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qu^qtiy  neither  bounty,  subsistence,  nor  any  other  charge  will  -f>e  a£ 
lowed  for  such  as  shall  be  rejected  at  the  several  depots. 

Each  recruit  on  appioval  at  the  depot  is  to  sign  a  ceitificate,  that 
he  received  the  full  bounty  promised  to  him.  ^ 

You  will  be  allowed  to  appoint  90  seijeants,  90  coiporajs,  and '60 
diurnraers,  who  .must  be  previously  approved  by  an  inspecting  field 
officer  of  u  recruiting  district. 

The  drummers  are  to  be  of  the  age  and.standaid  of  boys  as  speeded 
in  the  Recruiting  Instructions 

The  subsistence  of  the  above  mentioned  non-commissioned  officers 
Fnd  drummers  is  to  commence  from  the  dates  of  their  actual  appoint- 
ment/as such. 

Half  of  them,  if  finally  approved  at  the  Depots,  are  to  be  reckon- 
ed as  part  of  the  complemen  of  the  fir^t  five  hundred  Recruits  for 
your  Levy,  and  the  lemaindei  as  part  of  the  fiist  thousand. 

The  Corporals  and  Drummers  ate  to  be  given  to- understand,  that 
thev  are  liable  to  be  drafted  as  Puvate-?  into  the  Old  Regiments. 

The  whole  of  the  non-comnvs-aoned  Officers  and  Drummeis  ma«t, 
in  the  first  instance,  be  n  listed  uid  attested  as  Privates,  and  their  at- 
'testations  transmitted  to  this  office  immediately  on  approval. 

One  half  of  the  Se  jeantsmav  be  mlisted  with  the  condition  of  the'r 
being  discharged  at  the  eenclusijn  of  tlie  Levyj  which  circumstance  is 
to  be  noticed  m  the  r  respective  attestations. 

'The  bounty  of  tjniteen  guineas  will  be  gflowe*!  for  such  of  the  non- 
commissioned Olfieeis  and  Drummer,  as  shall  be  finally  appro\ed 
the  Depots  as  patt  of  your  Levy.f 

Clothing  will  be  piovided  under  the  ordeis  of  Government  for  the 
effective  non-commissioned  Officers  asd  Diummeis  employed  as 
a  bo\  e-mentioned. 

You  will  be  adowed  duungthe  Le^y,  the  assistance  of  i en  Officers, 
whose  n*mes  are  to  be  stated  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in. 
Chief,  foi  ins  approbation,  "and  swh  of  these  Officers  as  may  be  on 
haif«pay3  are  to  receive  lull-pay  duung  thur  senice  with  your  Le\y, 
subsequently  to  such  approval 

As  the  xVIen  are  passed  at  the  Depots,  it  is  not  thought  necessary  to 
make  an  al'owance  for  on  Adjutant,  Paymaster,  Surt  e  m,  or  Quarter- 
ma«lep,  hut  an  Officei,  above  th°,  ten,  will  be  allowed  to  reside  ?t 
«aeh  Depot  during  the  Levy. 

,  In  lieu  of  giving  you  permission  to  nominate  any  Officeis  fot  com-* 
h  isskms  and  an  allowance  at  the  late  of  two  Guineas  ptr  Man,  oves: 
and  above  the  before-mentioned  sum  of  thn teen  guineas,  will  be  made 
to  you  whenever  5C0  men  shall  be  passed  at  the  Depot,  and  for  e\e  y 
500  men  subsequently  passed,  the  UJce  ejctia  allowance  of  two  Guineas- 
pef  M&V  will  be  made  to  you. 

The  stipulated  allowance  of  thirteen  Guineas  each  for  the  approved 
KejCjfuifes*  will  be  issued  immediately  on  their  approval,  by  the 
inasters  raiding  at  the  respective  Depots,  by  diafts  upon  the  Agents 
«ifjtWfe"ps  to  which  the  Men  find  Boys  may  be  attached  ^  and  the 
Recruits  will  be  afteiwaids  subsisted  through  the  same  Channel,  or  by 
il$e ^strict  payma^teis,  uetil  they  join  Re&irnentv. 

Xfe^.Bay  of  thfc  commissioned  Officers,  non-commissioBed  Officers 

and 
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and  ,Drtmjmers  employed  in  tbe  Levy,  is  *o  bfl  recei\  ed  fr«  »tn  fhe  pay- 
masters of  the  leciuitmg  dis  ucr«>  in  wlii*  h  tliev  shi!l  be  icspecMeTg 
stationed,  who  w  11  diaw  f.-r  t5>e  saine  up  ,n  the  Oo-.ai  *  Aut-nts  {or 
recruiting  iti  L*  nd*  A  an  !  Pi.b  m  r^perti*c  y,  ieiiderifigdis.tj.Kt.paj- 
lists  ot  their  exp°i.diiu?eH  on  tv^  head  In  this  ufiiee 

if,  howevei,  any  of  he  (vsi  m?  lon^d  om-'e.s  should  be  on  fu'l  phy 
i  n' the' existi-ig,  R*  gi-nents,  the  d  -*uet  r>syn»a  te  i>  u:'l  J,i«aW  for  he 
pay  of  i'uzh  ofn«er>  on  their  r  c  1%  2  Reg  mien*  a  I  Ag^.  m  the 
m-innei  a»  for  that  of  c£iei  cfficeiss  e.;-,d  »vcu  on  the  iccuiicug  seir 
\i-*p.  In  consequence  of  th**  si.  a  genie  it,  it  is  p.e-'i.^td  th't  yot.f 
advances  on  acco»inlof  the  levy  vm  i  e  -o  n*  on  a-,  ciajh*,  r«s  »e.«rce  y 
to  require  anv  imprest  <  f  mov*  y  mo  vonr  h-'nrb,  in  t  .e  I'lal  pittance . 
but  \i  you  should  iii.djsome  a«-s  afaiice  abso  «'te.y  Jieressajy,  tiieie  vvi'l 
he  no  objection  to  your  *'eceh  u  »  a  mo  5 elate  s«m  on  ac  <vun  ,  gi\iag. 
secuuty  for  the  im na  di*> e  r. pa\  meut  *h  le  »f  when  des  red. 

it  is  to  be  clea.  'v  andu  stood,  l  h  it  Gm\  e*  amcnt  1  ^tcn  es  to  itself  tlie 
chseietion  of  disrontmu  ng  the  Levy  en  ney,  11  case  4  ,000  Men  are, 
not  taiscd  and  pas^pJ  \uthui  m.,e  m^trhs  f'oin  ihc  dab'  ot  this  letter, 
61  in  case  the  whol**  5,000  Men  are  n  ,1  raised  «»nd  passed  withm  thn- 
teen  month*  fiom  tin*  same  d  .te.  „  * 

In  execution  of  th  s  seiv.ee,  I  am  to  asRiie  y  »u  of  eveiy  assi-tan  e 
thatth  s  office  can  aftoid. 

I  h  i-e,  he 

Cohne1.  Ficnch,  of  the  lat^  l('2d  Fo't,       (  ^ne  ')        C.  BRAGGE,, 
Captain  Sauclou  ot  the  Roy.  I  Wagg  in  f  •  rua 

(Copy)  (Enclosure,  f1  — No.  2.  v.iih  thiec  en  1  son  s.) 

S11,  Ai«-y  1  '  j  c  t,  VJtU  May  180  v. 

"In  addition  to  my  le*tei  of  the  11th  in  t..nt,  I  .'m  rii  eoted  !  y  tjie 
Inspector  Gene  3\  to  foiwaH,  for  yo  .»  11  oiiiiat  ira  aii-'  guk\»p  e, 
copy  cf  a  letter  v. hi  n  t*«s  been  vrittei  to  i.o  onol  Ficik Ii,  rcl  JU\e 
to ttie  can  ving  on  l\c  it  c$ d*  tv  of'  1  i»  ev  v,  a»  d  fo  c.u  le  a  ou 
wjll  be  pleased  to  1  ct  in  <  00*0  to  tiie  duectr-n  taeie  i«  gi%en.v 

I  also  tnelo-e  yo»i  a  stit^Fi^in.  j  -a  »  y  Coloiu  1  [  re.u  h  10  h  j? 
Royal  Hsghne^s  z\c  (  orr»n  .udti  111 '  b«i  t,  tu^tt^.t-i  v. itU  3  copy  of  a 
letter  hoin  the  »ii  I  1  Ctiuia  o  Oot^,«  1  Ciat  am  u  Li;  opi- 
nion on  the  subject,  m  i.i'jh  v.  «i  viif  p  ,y  <_%i'iy  attecnoii  to  on  \our 
jiispeetion  (  f  Lao  hmh  ts  t-a'.  ted  f  ji  tb.»  / 

(.^g.cc-;  Joiin  j^ines  I*ailow,  Lt.  Col. 

Col  Taylor  D  Ii^p.  <  en.  t<c         &e  JL>  J  '>\ 

\  Indotsed  13iiay"iCt^.  O  I  French  to  H.  R.  H.  9?,Uy  1804. 

(Copy.) 

bn^  Tr^pec*  or  Ge-e-  sT 's  Office,  1 3th  M.-»y,  1 S04 . 

I  have  the  honor  to  s.'bratt  yon  letlei  of  the  15fch  instant,  to  the, 
Inspeetoi  Genet  ai^  and  have  le^eivea  bis  dn  je*io*  s  to  Say  111  ans*ci, 
tht«,  for  eat  h  of  thfc  Keen^ts  approved  at  the  b'di'ibuigh  a|id.  fs  e  of 
Wight  Pepu's,  iheie  \u  1  be  110  objeetio'i  ior  the  P^ym^sUis  theie 
io  give  your  Agent  m  I  ondon,  diaf'sfor  the  amount  of  Cheir  Le\y 
on  the  General  Agent,  Mi- Ridge;  but  in  legard  ^o  Ireland,  tie 
same  mod 3  01  payment  ca'inol  be  ddopted,  as  it  involves  the  sub- 
ject of  exchange,  by  the  same  means  however  may  ai»y  agentfUf 

yours. 
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joins  in  that  part  of  the  Unred  Kingdom  be  pajd  by  drafts  ou  th« 
General  Agent  in  Duhlin ;  with  lespect  to  the  Drgrameis,  the  Iu* 
spector  General  cannot  sanctii  n  your  proposed  deviation  from  the 
Recruit  ng  instructions,  although  you  may, look  to  Boys  for  that  em* 
ployment,  the  Service  will  want  them  eventually  for  Soldiers*  and 
with  that  view  must  their  .approval  take  place.  It  will  be  necessary 
for  you  to  transmit  to  the  Inspector  General,  to  vour  commenclnt? 
the  Recruiting  Service,  a  list  of  such  persons  as  you  think  proper  to 
employ  as  Commanding  Officers  of  your  several  parties,  as  well  as 
the  non-commissioned  Officers  to  each,  and  name  of  the  place  to 
>hich  you  propose  sending  them,  that  proper  notice  may  be  given 
to  the  I nspec  iug  Field  Office i  of  each  District  j  and  although,  witti 
respect  to  subsistence,  periods  for  marching  Reciuits  to  the  Depots, 
an  intei  mediate  approval,  your  Letter  of  Service  is  an  excerption  to 
the  General  Recruiting  Regulations,  yet  in  all  other  respects  your 
parties  are  to  confotm  strictiy  thereto;  and  swhenever  you  may 
judge  it  expedient  to  change  ttie  situation  of  your  Panics,  the  In- 
specting Field  Officer  of  the  District  from  whence  they  remove,  as 
well  as  that  to  which  they  may  belong,  is  to  be  made  acquainted 
therewith  previous  to  such  removal ;  I  therefore  enclose  for  your  in- 
formation, a  list  of  the  Deputy  Inspector  Generals,  and  several  In- 
specting Field  Officers,  the  limits  of  their  Districts,  .  and  the  Head 
Quarters  at  which  they  respectively  reside.  I  need  not  point  out  to 
you  the  necessity  of  the  most  scrupulous  attention  to  the  several 
rules  laid  down  in  His  Royal  Highness  the-Coinmander  in  Chiefs  Re- 
gulations, and  how  necessary  it  will  be  for  you  to  insist  on  the  most 
punctual  attention  on  the  part  of  the  several  Officers  acting  under 
your  orders,  to  the  fair  and  full  adjustment  of  all  accounts  between 
their  Parties  and  Recruits ;  that  His  Majesty's  ordeis,  particularly 
respecting  the  money  to  be  advanced  at  the  time  of  enlistment,  be 
most  scrupulously  attended  to  ;  the  Recruit  may  be  made  fully  ac- 
quamted  with  the  nature  of  his  engagement,  that  the  attestation  may 
be  signed  not  only  by  the  magistrate  and  the  recruit,  but  by  the  officer 
who  may  command  the  party,  and  all  in  the  presence  of  each  other ; 
that  the  attestation  may  be  regularly  transmitted  with  the  recruit  to 
the  depot  he  goes  to  for  inspection,  and  that  it  be  free  from  erasures 
of  every  kind,  and  the  sum  paid,  -with  the  day  of  the  month  and  year 
fce  expressed  in  wqrds  atid  not  in  figures ;  any  neglect  on  these  points, 
will  be  considered  as  invalidating  the  engagement,  and  the  man, will 
be  dischai ged  without  admitting  any  expenteto  the  pubie.  1  have 
only  to  add,  that  although  the  Inspecting  Field  Officers  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  appioval  of  your  recruits,  it  is  a  point  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  which  must  be  rigidly  adopted,  that  no  recruit  en- 
listed at  the  head  quaiters  of  a  recruiting  district,  sh;41  march  away 
without  having  been  seen  by  the  Inspecting  Field  Officer  there  sta- 
tioned, and  most  particulaj  ly  in  the  metropolis,  where  frauds  are 
more  easily  pract  seil  than  any  wheie  else.  Lieutenant  Colonel  Ro- 
binson wiji  iutnrmyou  of  the  most  convenient  time  for  presenting 
your  recruits  to  him  accordingly. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c.  &c.  &c. 

(Signed)  P.  CAREY, 

Cjfitfonel  French,  A.  I» 

late  lO'^d  Foot 
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(Copy) 

,  Colonel  French  presumes  to  state  to  H's  Roy/1  flightier  the  com- 
mander in  Chief,  that  he  has  ree*  ive  i  front  the  '  Var-ofhce  his  •ettef1  of 
service  in  favour  of  Captain  Sandon  and  h'ms.lf  but  unde'-  *ueh  cir- 
cumstances of  discouragement,  and  so  "very  different  fr-.m  t boss- 
accepted  by  him  which  he  had  the  honour  to  rec  he  by  order  of  Flu 
.Royal  Highness,  from  Colonel  Cli  -ten,  that  he  feels  him  elf  mged  to 
make  tiu\  appeal  to  f/<s  Boyal  Highness.  From  tiie  weight  of  the 
undertaking,  and  the  exertions  'equii  eel  in  obtnmnu  re  •«  uits  und^i- 
tha  present  circumstances,  Cot  >nel  Fiench  rest-  satisfied  "is  Foyal 
Jlighness's  goodness  wdl  afford  hm- every  aid  con  istent  withjust>ee 
to  the  public  ,*  his  only  request  indeed  now  is  '  that  the  letter  of  ser- 
vice may  remain  as  was  understood,  by  Colonel  Chilton's  propo-als^ 
orieprinc  pal  result  ari  ing  from  the  newly  introduce  I  arrangements 
into  the  Leiter  of  Seivice,  will  be  that  of  placing  CoVmel  French  m  a 
capacity  app  rently  more  Civil  than  Mi  itaiy,  by  whi  'h  that  species, 
of  influence  and  consequence  is  taken  from  him  wfveh  is  ever  neces- 
sary" to  command  obedience/,  and  stimulate  ex'at'on  ;  be^de--,  Co- 
lonel French  trusts  His  Ro.al  Highness*  u  ill  pardon"  him  in  expos- 
ing, that  he  canr  ot  but  feci  burr  at  being  placed  in  a  situat  0:1  <>f 
such  little  confidence,  as  the  Letter  of  Service  in  its  present  st-^-te 
assigns  him.  Bv  this  new  arrangement,  m  the  first  plae°,  the  non- 
commissioned Officers  and  Diutnmf  rs  arc  in  a  manner  taken  'out  of 
his^hands,  and  subsisted  by  the  Paymasters  of  the  Recruiting  Dis- 
tricts, in  which  they  shall  lespectively  be  stationed  ;  His  Royal 
Highness  must  be  well  aware  that  the  non-commissioned -Officers  and 
Drummers  are  to  be  looked  foi  in  various  places,  and  in  distant  parts, 
that. they  must  frequently,  (according  to  circumstances)  be  marching 
in  different  directions  and  often  changed,  paiticujarlv  the  Corporals 
to  go  as  Privates.  In  short,  the  various  inconveniences  of  this"  Pl.sn, 
Colonel  Fi^encjb.  fee,ls  fully  sensible,  > cannot  but  tend  most  ser  ously 
to  ciipple  and  embanass  the  operations  of  the  Levy.  In  the  second 
place,' the  allowance  of  thirteen  Guineas  for  each  app:oved  Recruit 
is  to  be  pa;d,  on  the  approval,  by  the  Paymaster  res  ding  in  the. 
District.,  Colo;el  French  always  cowered  hims'-'f,  (and  he  hopes  he 
wi.'lin  this  nv> et  llv  ideas  of  Ills  Ho*  ai  Highness)  invested  with,  dis- 
cretionary powrs  m  order  to  attain  the  end  m  view;  for  instance,  to 
those  who  recruit  in  the  neighbourhood  of  th  1  Depots,  the  ride  bei  ig 
lesSj  the  Levy  v\  ill  be  so  *n  proportion  to  those  at  a  distance,  move 
than  the  L"vy  wdl  be  allowed.  In  shoit,  the  p'an  of  O'lonel  French 
i«,  that  this  Fund  should  be  dvuheUd  accor 'in?  to.  the  ea!<  u  ated 
rfcks,  distances,  and  ether  yari  ,us  ep  ianrg  can  es  <f  the  d-fferent 
Kecru'tng  Paities.  By  Ibis  means  all  wid  have  an  equal  int-  r'-st  id 
carrying  the  Levy  into  effect,  and  the  same  spirit  v, 111  be  exer-'el  at 
the  gieatest  distance,  as  near  the  Depots.  Colonel  Fi?nchv  eo'Vveiv.r. 
inghuns^'f  indebted  to  H  c-  Royal  Highness,  for  the"  prcfe?e>ee  <±im\i\ 
him  on  this  occasion,  cr-nnot  bui  be  highly  uveje^t/d  iucor^yM'g  t*  e 
tfndei taking  through  in  a  mannei  to  «ive  satisfa'ton  to  H:sl*o;\al 
H.ghness;  the  accommodation  and  convenience  ot  <\n  Agent  to-  Offi- 
cers engaged  in  so  extensive  a  plan,  must  be  Obvious  If  ^hat  C  >- 
lon&l'F*  each 'here  has  the  honour  to  submit,  to  Hia  Royal  Higlm<-s-  ap- 
pears 
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ppais  equally  flpconomicil  to  the  public  Puise,  though  moie  simpV, 
aiui  equally  h^e  in  every  powt  of  uew,  he  tiu^ts,  (as  it  will  be  so 
lTmUxtoi  the  tbenefitof  the  L'vy)  His  Royal  Highness  wdl  favomably 
cousMdei  Jt ,  the  cxpenee  to  Government  is  the  same,  the*  mode  is 
oniv  submitted  to  be  (hanged 

By  the  terms  held  out  by  C  lonel^Chnton,  ind  accepted,  it  was  un- 
de  btooj  that  an  Sbue  wou'd  be  planted,  to  Government  to  the  Agent 
Qt  flu  Coips,  and  that  the  Bounty  to  the  Keci  its  and  Subsistence  to 
the  non-commibsioned  OfTLe^  aid  Drummers,  would  be  entiusted 
to  th^  Chiefs  qf  the  Le\^  It  is  submitted,  that  the  risk,  on  the,  ^core 
of  the  issue  of  monej,  cannot  be  gteat,  when  the  accounts  are  to  be 
settled  at  %he  comp'dion  ot  each  5(  0  men.  Be^rle*,  the  Commissions 
of  Co  oud  Fiench  and  Captain  Saudon  aie  responsible,  as  also  the 
two  cxtia  Guinea-,  vhich  aie  not  to  be  ciedued,  until  the  final  pass-* 
mg  of  each  500  Men 

It  is  therefore  submitted  that  an  i»sue  of  money  should  be  gi  anted, 
m  the  hist  instance,  to  enaole  the  levy  to  proceed 

'I  hat  at  the  final  passing  of  cun  500  men,  a  full  settlement  'with 
the  public  is  to  take  _place,  and  the  extra  two  guineas  aie  to  be  re-7 
s.ei  \  ed  Uht  1  such  final  &et  lement  has  taken  pla^e,  and  further  secu- 
nty  t  >  be  gt\en  if  thought  neccs^a'y 

{he  ittestations  of  the  seijeants  rind  drummeis,  upon  final  ap- 
p<o\  a1,  aie  to  be  tiansmitted  to  the  War  °ffice,  and  that  the  non- 
cpmm  ssioied  offLeis  «nd  drummers  a.e  to  be  subs'stedby  the  chiefs 
oi  »he  le\  y 

I  h  it  the  <  hiers  of  the  'e\y,  as  being  responsible  for  the  payment  of 
the  1  ountjcs  piomised  each  recruit,  aie  to  be  allowed  to  charge  the 
le^y  money,  be  ug  t1  l  teen  gu  neas,  m  then  peno  'ical  settlements, 
hut  a  e  o  ily  to  1  e  allowed  f  i  such  as  ?ie  certified  and  approved  by 
the  m*>\  ectots  *  f  the  lespect  \e  depots,  which  ceit  ficates  are  to  be 
produced  as  voucheis  to  then  chaises, 

(3  gned)  J  FRENCH,  Col  late  102d  Foot. 

And  on  the  pait  of  Captain  Sandon. 

(Co{  y.)  Inspector  General's  Office, 

Sth  Miy  1804. 

If  my  constiuction  of  the  letter  of  sen  lee  grai'tel  to  Colonel  Fiench 
be  coiieet,  he  misconceive^  mater  ally  the  intentions  of  the  Secretary 
at  ft  ai,  an<i  hiMio  grounds  for  compLm  mg  of  embanassments  or  for 
demanding  any  pecumaiy  assistance  The  th  iteen  grmeas  allowed 
f,r  eat  not  lus  u  dints  are,  I  eon  erve,  to  be  pud  to  h  s  acci  edited 
a^euts  atthe  diflereat  depots,  immediately  upon  the  lec  ru  t's  approval. 
The  distribution  of  that  sum  rests  solely  with  colonel  French,  the  In- 
spect ir  Gen<  ia!  hiung  on  y  to  be  satisfied  that  the  reciuit  receives 
what  he  engages  for,  o  course  by  tbi-.  mode  cf  settlement  the  pnnclr 
p^ls  io  the  Levy  can  be  \ery  little  in  advance,  and  that  only  for  the 
rc^uuis  hibtiaised,  as  ,the ,  dinei  em  e  between  the  thirteen  guineas 
and  the  bounty  paid  wil  go  m  aid  of  further  reciuitmg,  and  of  all  the 
brain  nes  of  the  cstabtahm  nt,  ami  this  assistance  it  is  obvious  must 
increase  with  the  projects  of  tl  e  le\y 

if  it  be  in  ended  to  peimit  'he  Recruit  ng  Panics  tp  mo\e  about  at 

plea^ur€ 
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pleasure  without  ihe  knowledge  or  concurrence  of  the  Inspecting  Fieki 
Officers  of  ^ecriuting  Districts,  then  indeed  Color«el  French  has  gome 
cause  to  object  to  thf4  mode  of  p  ymg  hi4?  non-commresioned  officers 
pointed  out  by  the  War  Office ,  but  as  no  such  ii*tltitiftr*  is  &u£posod 
tm  exi  t,  ard  tb<*t  the  same  restrict  ons  which  it  was  judged  expedi- 
ent to  put  upon  the  late  I  evy  ra  sed  by  Captain  Nugent,  will  apply 
equally  to  this,  no  inconvenience  can  arise  from  the  payment  pio- 
pced,  njore  parheolarly  as  the  payment  of  Recruiting'  Pattfe  always 
takes  place  a  month  *n  advance  ,  but  the  detail  of  this,  as  well  as 
other  matters,  will  be  given  to  Colonel  Fiench  whenever  he  reports 
himself  to  you. 

(Signed)  G.  H. 

Col  Clinton 

(Circular  )  (Enclosure  4. — No,  3  ) 

Sir,*  ,Army  Depot,  1 4th  June  1 804% 

I  am  directed  by  the  Inspector  General  to  transmit  herewith  copie* 
of  letterb  fr<  m  Colonel  Clmtcn  and  Francis  Moore,  Esq,  respecting 
the1  intermediate  approval  ot  the  non-commissioned  officers  and  drum- 
mers of  Colonel  French's  Levy,  and  to  desire  you  will  pay  every  at-» 
tention  theieto. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  humble  Servant* 
(Signed)  J  J  BARLOW,  It  Col.  D.I  Gr 

Cofonel  Taylor i — Deputy  Inspector  Oeneial  of  the 
Recruiting  Service/  Bttblm* 
(Copy.) 

Sir,  j  .    Horse  Guards,  lltji  June  1804. 

1  am  directed  by  the  C<  mmander  in  Chief,  to  transmit  you  the  en- 
closed copy  of  a  ett,r  from*  the  Deputy  Secretary  at  War  oti  the 
subject  of  inspect  ng  the  non-commissioned  Officers,  and  Drummers 
of  Colonel  French's  Levy,,  and  as  His  Royal  Highness  concurs  in 
i  pinion  with  the  Secretary  "at  Vfkr,  us  to  the  propriety  of  an  early  In- 
spection of  thtse  Men,  His  Royal  Highness  desires  that  you  wiH  be 
pleased  to  gi\e  the  necessary  directions  accordingly,  communicating 
at  the  same  time  to  Co'ouel  French  the  Commander,  in  Chief's  plea- 
sure on  ths  head 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  uflDst  obedient  humble  Servant 
Lieut  General  Hewitt,  (Signed)      W.  H.  CLINTON 

(Copy  ) 

Sn,  War  Office,  9th  June  1S04. 

In  answer  to  your  letter  of  the  3i«=t  ultimo,  1  am  directed  to  srhmit, 
for  the  consideiation  of  H  R  H.  the  Commander  in  Chief,  that  as  ac- 
cording to  the  p.  esen  Reei  uiting  System,  Recruits  are  to  be  brought  be- 
fore the  Inspecting  Field  Officers  m  the  several  Districts  for  a\  proval, 
within  as  short  a  time  as  possible  after  their  attestment  the  Secietary 
at  War  thinks  it  highly  ;propei  that  the  same  Rule  should  be  extended 
to  the  peisons  appointed  non-commissioned  officers  and  drummets  in 
Colonel  French's  Le\y,  and  that  they  should  be  ptoduced  for  mspec 

tion 
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ami  withmsne  month  of  the  dates  of  their  attestations,  in  which 
*ase,  if  approwsl*  I^lr*  panda*  would  not  object  to  allow  them  back- 
pay 

j  have  Sec* 

C<rf,  Clinton,  (Signed)      F»  MOORlS* 

^Enclosme  5»— No.  4.) 

of  Certificate  given  by  men  inKsted  for  Colonel 
French's  Levy. 

I  do  acknowledge,  that  I  have  inlisted  in 

Colonel  French's  Levy,  for  general  service,  for  the  County  of 

pounds  shillings  and  penee; 

and  that  I  have  receivpd  the  whole  of  tins  bounty  according  to  my 
agreement,  except  the  sum  of  two  pounds  five  shillings  and  sfae 
penrce,  which  is  to  be  reserved  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  me  with 
necessaries  en  joining  such  battalion  as  I  shall  be  appointed  to,  on 
itey  at  rival  at  the  Army  Depot  in  the  Isle  of  Wight.  Dated  this 
day  of  180 

Witness, 

(Copy  )  (Enclosure  6.«-»No  5  ) 

Sir, 

I  beg  leave  to  lay  before  you  the  following  case,  and  make  n* 
doubt  you  will  hive  the  goodnest  to  enquire  into  it  A  boy  of  tlie 
name  of  Christopher  Lanheran,  mlhted  with  a  party  under  the  com- 
mand of  Captain  Adam  Robinson-;  he  was  brought  to  me  to  be  at- 
tested on  the  11th  instant^  two  days  after  bemg  mhsted,  he  refused 
to  attest,  wishing  to  be  set  at  liberty  *>  his  friends  lodged  the  smart 
money  with  me,  and  returned  the  infistmg  money  as  directed  by  the 
Recru'tmg  Act,  and  t  sent  the  boy  home  to  his  friends. 

On  Monday  last  the  24th  Instant,  Captain  Robinson  sent  his  party 
and  took  the  boy  into  custody,  and  frUs  forwarded  him  to  Dublin,  his 
friends  inform  me,  without  his  consent  Of  approbation  j  it  on  enquiry 
you  ftnd  the  above  statement  correct  you  will  please  to  order  the 
boy  to  be  set  at  liberty  $  on  the  other  hand,  should  it  appear  that  the 
boy  is  wuling  to  serve  His  Majesty,  then  1  w^li  return  the  smart  mo- 
sey to  his  friends. 

1  have  the  honour- to  be,  &e. 
Aimagh,Sept  27,180%  JAMES  1LES,  Sovereign. 


(Enclosure  7.— No.  6.) 

Memorandum : 

Copy  of  an  ORDER  from  the  Inspector  General,  being  a 
transcript  from  one  received  from  the  Horse  <?uafds., 

pir,  ~  Horse  Guards,  10th  November  1804 

,  J*  Ills  Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  the  standard 
•<  for,  Colonel  French's  Levy  heirtg  lowered  to  five  tett  four  inches  for 
^o.XXVH,   V.2.  LI  "men, 
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"  men,  and  five  feet  three  inches  foj  lads^  ,but  no  alteration  is  to 
**  take  place  as  to  the  age  of  recruits,  nor  any4  in  the  standard  for  bo}S 
"  minted  by  him." 


Sir,  Horse  Guards,  22d  November  1804. 

tl  By  direction  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  I  have  the  honour  to 
u  transmit  herewith,  a  representation  fiom  Colonel  Fiench,  and  to 
>i(  acquaint  you,  that  an  consequence  of  what  is  therein  stafed,  His 
<f  Royal  Highness  has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  the  limitation  with 
"  respect  to  the  age  of  men  mhsted  fot  this  Levy,  being  extended  to 
t(  thirty-five  years,  which  you  will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  the 

inspecting  field  officeis  accoidingly 

M  With  respect  to  the  standaidof  boys  mhsted  for  this  Levy,  His 
Royal  Highness  does  not  approve  of  any  alteration  taking  place  " 
Major-Gen.  Whitelocke,  &c.  (Signed)   J.  W  GORDON, 


Sir,  Army  Depot",  Isle  of  Wight,  26  Nov  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  the  Inspector  General  to  transmit,  Jfopyom  infor-* 
formation  and  guidance,  the  enclosed  copy  of  a  letter  from  Lieut. 
C@loneI  Goidon,  stating,  that  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
m  Chief  has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  the  age  of  men  enlisted  foi 
Colonel  French's  levy  being  extended  to  35  }eais  of  age;  you  will 
be  pleased  to  communicate  the  above  to  the  I.  F  O.  under  your 
orders 

(Signed)       J  J.  BARLOW, 
Br.  General  Taylor,  &c.  Dublin.  Lt. Col.  D.I  G. 


(Cop^.)  (Enclosm«  8    No  7  ) 

Memorandum  from  L^eut.  Col.  Gordon  to  Major  General 
Whitelocke.  dated  29  Oct  1804. 

Colonel  French,  by  his  letter  of  service,  is  entitled  ta$0  Serjeants, 
CO  corporals,  and  60  drummers,  and  should  of  course  be  allowed  to 
appoint  them. 

i.  w  a 


(Copy  ) 

Colonel  Barton,  '  29thJDec. 

W#  you  make  the  necessary  communication  to  B  Gen.  lay  lor 
and  Colonel  F rench 

A  B. 


(Copy  )  London,  Cecil  street  CoiFee-house,  Strand, 

Sir,  Dec  18th,  1804 

Having  done  myself  the  honour,  (for  the  pvtrpose  of  paying  my  re* 
spects  to  you)  of  calling  at  your  office  a  few  da>s  ago,  1  was  recom- 
mended by  Major  Biowne  to  state  upon  papei,  lor  your  considera- 
tion thttse  points,,  m  the  letter  of  service  granted  to  Captain  Sandon 
«md  inc,  upon  which  the  Deputy  Inspector  General  in  Ireland  and  I 

foim 
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for  different  constructions.  One  of  the  chief  points  in  which  I 
conceive  th'^t)eputy  Inspector  has  misapprehended  the  teims  of  the 
lettei  of  seivice|  is  jjiat  wjnch  relates  to  the  distributioh  of  the  non~ 
commissioned  £f|U§r$.  On  this  subject  I  had  a  correspondence  with 
him  bomcv  mQntns'a^p*  (for  ajs  early  as  m  August  last  I  was  directed 
by  Lim.not  to  rejctmt  any  more  Serjeants  whatever,  though  the  Levy 
liad  then  but  ajbouj  m  Iceland,  and  ^till  fewer  in  England  and 
Sooted)  an4  a  reference  was  made  on  the  occasion  by  each  paity  to 
Lieut  peneral  Hewlit  I  had  not  the  honour  of  in  answer  from  the 
Juspector  General',  but$  from  what  Brigadier  Geneial  Taylor  ev- 
pite^qed  to  me  afterwards,  previous  to  ni}  leaving  Ireland,  I  conceived 
he  was  satisfied  with  the  correctness  of  my  construction,  and  I  fcopef 
at  Jopgth  the  jLev\,<m  that  head  at  least,  though  so  very  late,  would 
receive  no  further  imped' merit  If  i&  t\  efefOre  with  surprize  i  have 
leaiaed,  that  Bfigadiei  Tayloi,  since  my  leaving  Ireland,  will' not 
allow  more  than  45  seijeanfu  to  appear  upon  the  pay-hs's  of  the  Le\y 
in  that  country  f  When  vou,  Sir,  hive  the  goodness  to  take  the 
fioubleof  looKing  oyei  this  letter  of  service,  1  ice)  fallv  confi  lent 
\  ou  m,  ill  be  saUffied  B  Gcn<Tajloi  has  not  maturely  consideied,  o 
at  least  has  muconct  wed,  the  terns  of  it  Not  to  intrude  too  much 
upon  voui  time,  I  sh  dl  ta^e  the  liberty  mcic'y  to  state,  that  the  let- 
tet  cf  senuc^  alkw;^  'en  iccu/ung  officeis  and  nmety  serjeant-,  tl  e 
j*roporuon  tlieiefore  i-,,  th  it  of  iuie  serean  s  *o  each  officer  Seven 
icciuiting  others  aie  stunned  n  Ireland,  of  course  the  efc  re,  by 
this  calculation,  tnere  should  dc  63  serjear*ts  m  Ireiand  Upon  what 
data  the  Deputy  In° pectOi  Geneial  founds  his  conclusion  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  conjectuie,  unless  it  is  from  the  circumstance  of  my  having 
informed  Lieut  Col  Williamson,  at  the  commencement  of  the  Lev/, 
that  I  should  require  45  Serjeants'  suits  of  clothing,  &c  for  Ireland, 
which  Brig  Gen  Taylor  was  directed  to  supplv  me  with  My  origi- 
nal intention  was,  to  have  employed  m  Ii eland  only  five  officers  and 
45  serjeants,  but  veiy  shoitly  after  (for  well  consideicd  reasons)  this 
pUn  was  changed, and  seven  officers  were  placed  on  that  service  (who 
were  duly  notified  to  the  Inspector  General,  and  aie  there  now)  of 
course  more  non-coni missioned  officers  became  necessary,  and  I  wrot« 
to  my  colleague,  Capt  Sandon,  in  London,  and  the  resident  officer 
m  Scotland,  to  send  over  additional  clothing,  which  was  done  I 
ha\e  no  doubt  on  my  mind  but  it  will  appear  to  you,  that  the  terms 
«f  the  letter  of  service  do  not  by  any  means  assign  any  stated  pro- 
portion of  non-com  missioned  officeis  to  any  particular  part  or  district 
of  the  United  Empire ,  but  that  this  point  is  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  chiefs  of  the  Levy,  under  the  usual  restrictions  of  the  general 
recruiting  instructions,  as  far  as  they  apply.  Their  number  is  limitel, 
the  means  of  eveiy  undertaking  should  be  adequate  to  the  end 
Nmetv  Serjeants  were  judged  necessary  for  this  levy,  and  the  propor- 
tion for  Ireland ,  by  far  the  major  *part  has  hitherto  been  susp  mcled 
by  Bug.  Gen,  Taylor,  to  the  almost  incalculable  mjuiy  of  the  under- 
taking These  circumstance^  1  had  the  honour,  months  ago,  forcibly 
to  s'ate  to  him 

Qn  my  arrival  in  h  eland,  m  June  last,  various  persons  offered  their 
services  to  recruit  for  me,  among  others  were  the  offers  of  Mi  John 

L12  O'Reilev, 
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O'Reiley,  lata  Lieut,  m  the  60th  foot.  As  I  knew  this  gentleman  to 
have  been  an  activ*  recruiting  officer,  and  to  hare  considerable  in- 
fluence in  his  country,  it  was  natural  I  should  wish  for  his  service* 
Other  levies,  as  at  present,  were  then  recruiting  m  Ireland,  and  I  in- 
formed myself  how  they  acted  on  such  occasions,  and  found  they 
employed  various  persons  to  recruit,  who  sent  forward  their  men 
thrdugh  the  medium  of  the  officer  of  the  Levy  recruiting  itt  the  dis- 
trict   Mr.  O'Reiley,  in  order  to  qualify  himself,  consented  to  be  at- 
tested, which  was  done  in  my  presence;  which  circumstance,  by  him* 
when  called  upon,  was  explained  to  Brig.  Taylor,  who  has  likewise 
*»een  his  attestation.   Essential  service  has  been  derived  to  the  Levy 
horn  this  person,  he  was  tinder  the  charge  of  an  officer  of  the  Levy, 
Quarter-master  Short,  in  the  Athlone  district.   Brig.  Gen  Taylor  has 
deprived  this  man  of  his  beating  order,  while  other  persons  under  si- 
milar circu m«tanLes,  recruiting  for  other  Levies,  are  allowed  to  hold 
theus    He  drew  no  pay  from  the  public,  and  was  therefore  not  in- 
cluded m  the  pay-lists,  mltke  manner  as  others  recruiting  for  the 
other  Levies    As  the  other  Levies  did  not  report  persons  of  this  do« 
scription,  I  followed  the  same  jrulej  but  if  the  Deputy  Inspect©* 
wishes  such  to  be  reported  to  him  as  regularly  as  those  included  in 
the  pay-lists,  and  upon  the  strength  of  the  levy,  it  tan  be  done,  I 
need  not  mention  to  you,  Sir,  that  one  active  recruiter  15  frequently 
ef  moie  service  than  half  a  dozen  others,  and  Mr.  O'Reiley  is  that 
sort  of  man ,  under  all  these  circumstances  I  trust  it  will  appear  t* 
you,  and  to  the  Deputy  Inspector  General  in  Ireland,  that  I  studied 
thf  good  of  the  service  in  employing  Mr.  O'Reiley,  and  I  hope  he 
may  be  continued.    Your  having  the  goodness  to  commumaate  your 
sentiments  on  the  points  here  laid  before  you,  must  tend  in  a  great 
measure  to  do  away  the  heavy  impediments  this  Levy  has  had  to  con- 
tend with  in  Ireland,  which,  if  continued,  must  j>rove  fatal  to  ite 
*UGcess. 

I  have,  &c 

Gen.  Whitelocke,  &<s.  (Signed)   J,  FRENCH,  C0L 


(Copy)  (Enclosure,  $  —No,  8  } 

Inspector-General^  Office,  54,  Spring  Gardens* 
Sjr,  May22d,  1804. 

I  am  directed  by  Lieutenant  General  Hewitt  to  acquaint  jou,  that 
a  Colonel  F"ench  has  engaged  with  Government  to  rai&e  a  certain 
number  of  men,  and,  as  lie  proposes,  to  bend  to  or  ra>se  in  Ireland 
45  Serjeants,  45  corpprals,  and  £,0  drummers 

The  General  desires  they  may  be  clothed  from  the  Resene  Cloth- 
ing you  may  have  m  store,  but  it  you  have  not  sufficient,  to  direct 
clothing  to  be  made  up,  viz  for  each  serjeant;  corporal,  and  drum* 
rnerya  cap  and  plume,  jacket,  waistcoat,  bieeches,  and  Ijng  gaiters, 
1  he  jackets  of  the  Serjeants  and  corporals  to  have  bright  jelid'v  cuff» 
md  capes,  the  usual  lace,  and  plain  white  buttons. 


For 
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For  Colonel  French's  parties  iii  Errgiknd,  Reseive  Clothing  has 
b$en  dsua&for  the  dtunimeis  sutfrQUt  jiny  a*te  ation 

ISigrwjdJr  <j£0  WILLIAMSON, 
C-oli  Taylor,  ^c/w  Siy^rijit  ofClothmgk  A  of  Reserve 

(Fncloslrre  10^ — No  9  V 

l£x£rfct~<>f^  LETTER  frbm^Bftg  General  Taylor  tathe  In- 
j  f  l&ietfK  General ,  dated  0ubton,"15th  Nov.  1804 

-'iJSncloted  I'fea^atmgO^der  issued  by  Colonel  French,  to  a  peison 
» of  iheijame  Oi^ohji  0'&^dey,wrnch  I  have  been' under  the  necessity  of 
•withdrawing,-  m  consequence^?  the  engagements  with  the  recruits 
trough!  forward  c^coi  poraIs..beii)g  contrary  to  the  instructions,  inas- 
much as  holding  out  to hem  that  whentjiey  are  to  he  diafted,  they 
aire  to  go  as  goiporals  m^tead  of  privates,  thereby  they  are  induced 
to  m-hstofor*  6,  pr  S^guTneab,  instead  of  what  they  would  have  to 
Agree f^r  as  pnyates  But  exclusne  of  this  teason  foi' stopping  thw 
iman's  recruiting,  it  does  npt  appear  that  he  is  on  the  return>»  or  bool« 
of  Colonel  French,  neither  does  any  officer  belonging  to  his  Levy  in. 
Dublin,  or  his  clerk,  know  that  ^lie  is  attested,  although  he  sa\-> 
that  he  has  been  minted  by  Colonel  Fi  nch,  and  that  he  was  for- 
merly a  lieutenant  in  the  4th  battalion  of  the  60th  regiment  " 

(No  18Jj— 6ne  Enclosure.    Copy  of '  a  Letter  from  Colonel  Gor- 
don to  Mi*  fcukman. 

Sir,  Horse  Guards,  20th  February,  1805 

Xh^ve  received  amd  laid  before  the  Commander  in  Chief  your  letter 
o£  the,  8th  mst  transmitting,,  by  direction  of  Lieutenant-General  Lord 
Cath,cart,  Brigadier-General  'Tayloi's  repovt,  with  the  accompanying 
papers  relative  to  the  complaint  preferred  by  Colonel  French  against 
the  fi/ipadjer  peneial ,  and 'I  am  commanded  to  communicate  to 
you,  for  tne  information  of  Lieutenant-Genial  Lord  Cathcaft,  that 
the  explanation  of  the  Bngadier  General  is  satisfactory,  in  ^is  far  as 
it  clearly1- proves  that  the  motives  from  which  ho  acted  were  a  laudable 
real  for  H\g  Majesty's  service,  and  an  anxious  desire  to  discharge 
faithfully  the  duties  of  hi>  office ,  but  it  certainly  appear^  that  a  pre- 
'  inatu re," judgment  had  been  formed  on  the  piobable  success  of  the 
exertions  of  Cblonel  French,  and  that  the  terms  of  that  officer's  letter 
-  ©^service  were  not  allowed  him.    1  am  further  commanded  to  trans- 
mit to  you  a  copy  of  a  letter fwhicM  the  Commander  in  Chief  has 
dhs'trwMed  the  Inspector-Gene^  to  write  to  Colonel  French,  and 
shoald  it  hereafter  appear,  that  with  every  reasonable  facility  Colonel 
French  should  Lul  in  the  engagement  he  has '  undertaken,  it  is  the 
intention  of  His  Royal  Highness  to  communicate  to  that  officer  that 
his  Levy  shall  be  discontinued 

I  have,  &c 

J.  Kirkman,  Fsq  &c  iSigne^)        J.  W.  GORDON. 

Indorsed,    2d  February  1805.  - 

L 1  3  (Gopy) 
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(Copy.)  (Enclosure ) 

Inspector  General**  Office,  -f,ondonr^d*  f  St  l&Oo. 
[Partly  to  be  returned  to  Mr  Dtghton  J 

Sir, 

The  Commander  inline?  having  observed  "the  very  tittle"  progress 
that  has  been  made  in  the  recruiting  of  the  Levy  under  your  com- 
mand, and  having  taken mto  his  consideration  the  very  great  expense 
incurred  for  the  pay  and  subsistence  of  the  officers  and  non-cajmrnig- 
sioned  employed  upon  that  service,  I  am  commanded  to  acquaint 
you,  that,  unless  a  very  considerable  increase  shall  take*  place  in  the 
numbers  recruited  prior  to  the  1st  of  April  next,  His  Pvoyal  Highness 
■will  feel  himself  under  the  necessity  of  recommending  to  His  Majesty 
to  discontinue  a  levy  so  unproductive 

I  have,  &c 

(Signed)  JOHN  WHITELOCKE, 

Colonel  French,  &c  Inspector  General, 


(No.  19  )   M,  Gen.  Whitelocke. 
(Agreed  to  J 

Sir,  Army  Depot,  Hfch  ApuV1805, 

In  addition  t©  a  return  of  Jhe  progress  made  in.  the  recruiting  of 
the  Levy  under  the  direction  of  Colonel  French  and  Captam  S>andon 
to  the  24th  January  last,  I  have  new  the  honour  to  transmit  a  return 
©f  its  increase  since  that  period  5  and  considering  the  very  ^reat  ex- 
pence  incurred  for  the  subsistence  of  the  officers  and  noli  commis- 
sioned officers  employed  on  this  service,  as  well  as  t^ie  disgraceful 
conduct  of  the  flatter,  as  represented  m  the  enclosed  letter  froln  the 
inspecting  jield-officer  of  the  London  District,  J  feel  it  my  duty  to 
submifcto  the  consideration  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief  the  piopnety  of  discontinuing  a  Levy  so  burthensome  in 
yoint  of  expence  to  the  public,  and  so  very  unproductive  in  us 
•effect, 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  vSr, 

Your  most  obedient  humble  servant,  < 
-limit.  Co!  Gordon,  Sec  JOHN  WHlTXttQ^KEy 

Horse  Guards.  Inspector  Oeneral . 

P  S»  His  Ro^al  Highness  will  recollect  having  commanded  me  to 
communicate  to  (Colonel  French,  that  unless  a  very  considerable  \n* 
etease  shduld  t^ke  £foee  in  the  numbers  recruited  for  this  Lsvy  \xy 
the  1st  April  (mstart),  Hib  Royal  H'ghness  would  feel  himself  unckr 
tt*e  necessity  of  recoinm'endinlg  to  His  Majesty  its  discontinuance. 


{Enclosure  1,) 
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(Enclosure  1.) 

R$C&BA5T£  of  Cohwiel  French's  Levy,  since  Return  tiansmitted 
24th  Jan,  tS05. 

Army  Depots  12th  April,  1805. 
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N..B.  %>'t?eroJ?  service,  dated  30th  April  1804,  this  Levy  was 
^haye/juseS  5,600  men  within  13  mouthy  aad  it  has  only  pro- 
ceed 2X9  u*  twelve  months 

J  WHITELOCKE,  I.  Gen, 


(Enclosure  2  } 

Sir,  12,  King's  Row,  Apiil  11th  1605' 

a 

I  am  under  a  necessity  of  making  a  formal  complaint  against  the 
„  "Whole  Of  the  temporary  Serjeants  of  Colonel  French's,  Levy,  their 
4  &H<!tict  is  ih  every  respect  so  infamous  and  disgraceful  to  the  service, 
thailcirrhot  too  strongly  n»ge  their  being  discharged,  or  at  least 
-tentttttt  of  the  London  distua  In  addi'ion  'o  a  variety  of  crimes 
and  irregulauties,  they  are  now  busily  employed  m  ci imping  for 
other  corps,  and, most  particularly  for  the  additional  force;  the  im- 
positions daily  practised  by  them  upon  'he  public  tall  loudly  for  re- 
press, and  I  believe  the  severest  punishment  that  could  be, at  present 
Inflicted  on  them,  would  be,  depriving  them  ol  the  pay  and  eruola- 
merits  of  serjean's 

I  have  the  honoui  to  be,  S?r, 

Your  obedient  humble  Servant, 
The  Inspector  General  of  the  F,  P  ROBINSON, 

Recruiting  Service.  I  F  O. 

(No.  20  ) 


3£)2 
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(No  20  )— Copy  of  a  letter slfiom  ijie  Commander  in  Chief  to4  the 
Secretary  at  W*t. 

Sir,  Hor»e  Guai-cUf  ' 

As  it  appears  by  th§  Returns  of  Colonel  French  and  Capiam  €Un^ 
don's  jomt  Xeyy,  that  it  is  not  by  an>  meafas  so  productive  as 
might  have  been  expected ,  anfr  as  the  l"ft§^(*^or-<Jt*rrera3'0^  tl>w  Re- 
cruiting Service  has  represented  tfiat  thlr  conduct  of  the  wholfo&jf 
temporal y  se-rjeants  of  that  Levy,  now  in  the  London  District,  is 
highlv  improper  and  detrimental  tolne  seivite,  I  have  rec~omfnen)ied 
to  His  Miic»M.y,  and  His  Maj  stv  has  been  graciously  pleased  to  ap- 
prove of  this  Levy  b  mg  forth  wth  disiont.nae  d  agi^eable  to  a  clause 
in  the  letter  of  service  to  that  erect,  and  I  na*e  therefore  to  request 
that  the  necessary  mfotmation  may  be  given  to  Colonel  French, and 
Captain  Sand  on  accordingly  , 

I  have  ordered  communications  to  be  made  to  the  Commander  of 
the  Forces  In  Ireland,  and  to  the  inspcctor-Geneial  of  the  ReCiuitkig 
Seivice,  on  the  subject 

1  I  arn,  Sec 

The  R,ght  Honourable  the  (Signed)  FREDERICK. 

Secretary  at  War,  Sec. 

(No-21')— C  L, 

H  Jt  H.  cannot  give  any  further  encouragement  4o  the~pr-o$e<nrt jo  »  of  a 
Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sa^idon  beg  leave'  to  s'ib»«  it  to  £he 
X&iy  which  has  turned  out  so  unprofitable  to  the  Public  Seivtce1 
Consideration  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief,  the 
following  modifications  and  alterati  nC  to  take  place  ni  tbeirietter  of 
service  They  shall  not  trouble  His  Royal  Highness  with  details 
of  difficulties  they  have  had  to  en(  ounter,  and  of  losses  and  heavy 
expenses  sustained,  nor  with  statements  to  prove  that  their  exer- 
tion. ha\eby  uo  nuans  been  deficient  Tnej  mer  Iv  b^g  toobseiVc, 
that  there  are  at  piesent  about  fortv  recruiting  uaities  of  the  line  m 
Ireland,  who  ben  1  then  tecnirs  to  fie  D  ohn  depot  Ihese  parties 
are^  of  course,  compo  cd  of  fort\  omceis,  &c  and  these  parties,  they 
are  well  mfomed,  do  not  in  the  aggiegate  send  forward  more  than 
between  forty  and  fifty  recruus  per  month,  wheieas  their  levy,  with 
only  seven  reVtuting  officers,  in  the  months  of  February  ai\d  Marz-h 
last,  finally  passed  eighty  recruits  The  sam?  holciU  good^  with  re- 
spect to  Scot  and,  and  they  nay  venture  to  say  equally  so  m  Fr  gland 
They  trust  His  RojaJ  Hignness  will  hive  the  goodness  to  excuse 
these  few  remarks    »        ,  x 

One  import  Ait  difficulty  which  they  have  had  to  encounter  in 
England  the*  tiust  Will  have  its  weight  wi  h  His  Royal*  Highness. 
It  has  not  been  m  their  power,  to  this  day,  by  anv  mtc>.u>  yet -essayed, 
to  obtaftn  o§e  sixpence  of  the  levy  money  (n  n?teen  guineas  per 
man)  of  eighty-five  »t  oruits  finally  passed  at  the,  ibie  of  Wight,.,  tjie 
weight  of  so  heavy  and  accumulating  a  sum  could  rot  but  embarrass 
and  cripple  their  exertions 
As  they  lcbnt,eivd  the  ch*ef  objection  wl  ich  i..a$'been  .as^ibed  to 

i  their 
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ttieh*  Levy  to  be  its  extensive  establish mmi  and  consequent  expense, 
to  obviate  altogether  such  objection,  they  have  the  honour  to  submit 
the  enclosed  modifications  and  alterations,  and  hope  His  Royal  High- 
ness will  be  picfo$e&*o  allow  them  to  continue  their  exertions  for  such, 
further  term  as  His  Royal  Highness  may  think  proper  5  and  they  feel 
confident  m  such  case  that  their  Levy  will  prove  highly  beneficial  to 
th«  recruiting  service,,  at  the  same  time  that  its  establishment  will  be 
founded  upon  the  most  ceconomical  principles. 

London,  J  FRENCH,  Colonel 

Cecil  Street  Coffee-House,  Strand*         H.  S  AN.DQ.N,  Captain, 
April  20,  1805. 

BONIFICATIONS  and  Alterations  proposed  for  Colonel  Fiench's 
and  Captain  $andonvs  Levy 

Colonel  Fsench  and  Captain  Sandou  having  found  by  experience 
that  a  great  part  of  the  officers  attacked  to  their  lev>,  instead  of 
txcrtnig  themselves  m  recimtlng,  appear  rathei  to  ha\e  conceived 
their  ends  attained  by  obtaining  full  pay,  they  propo&e  that  other 
persons  may  be  employed  undei  a  diffei  exit  i*ivpie&sion,  with  ttm- 
porary  lank  in  the  army,  m  the  s^me manner  as  was  allowed  m 
Captain  Nugent'*  late  Levy  These  persons  will  diaw  no  pay  fiom 
Government. 

It  is  therefore  submitted  that  five  officers  (whose  names  are  be* 
low  mentioned)  be  stiuck  off  fiom  the  Levy,  and  revert  to  their  half- 
pay. 

That  the  ninety  Serjeants  allowed  by  the  letter  of  seivice,  be  re* 
ihiced  to  foi  ty-five 

That  the  eoiporals,  instead;  of  ninety,  aie  to  consist  of  forty- 
five 

That  the  dnimmeis,  instead  of  sixty,  ape  to  consist  of  thirty 
The  seijeants,  &c  to  be  discontinued,  will  t>e  selected  by  Colonei 
Fiench  and  Captain  Sandon,  and  then  names  deliveied  in  at  the 
respective  dep6ts  by  the  leaidcnt  officeis,  in  Older  that  sutft  as  aie 
permanent  may  be  drafted,  agieeably  to  the  letter  of  seivice,  and 
the  limited  ones  discharged 

>As  the  line  are  mstiueted  to  take  boys  ot  five  feet,  it  is  submitted 
to  His  Royal  Highness,  that  tne  boys  allowed  by  the  letter  of  sei- 
vice may  be  taken  at  the  same  standard 

London,  J  FRENCH,  Colonel 

Cecil-street  Coffee-House,  Sti and,  H   SANDON,  Captains 

April  20,  1805 

Officers  proposed  to  be  sti  uck  off  the  Levy  —Captain  Collett, 
lieutenant  Bowers,  Ensign  Wood,  Adjutant  Dickson,  Quaiter- 
Mastei  Short 

{No.  2$  )— Copy  of  a  Letter  fiom  Colonel  Gordon  to  Colonel  French, 
and  Captain  Sandon. 

Gentlemen,  Hoise  Guaidg,  28th  April,  1805* 

Having  laid  before  the  Commander  m  Chief  jour  memoiandum 
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ef  the  20th  instant  propo<-m^  ceitatn  alfeiations  iu  yoiu  letter  of 
service,  I  am  commanded  to  inform  ^you  that  Hi&  Roya;l  Highness 
©annot  grve  any  fuithei  encouragement  to  the  pioaecuiKm  of4a  L<  vy 
which  has  tiui^d  out  so  unpiodustne  to  the  semce^,  an4  JOS,  di^- 
edntiruuiig  of  which  orders  have  already  been  given 

I  am,  &c 

€©1  French  and  Cap  t  Sanson,  (signed,)  J  W  GORDON. 


(No  23  } 

Deai  Colonel,  Aimy  Dcp6t,  6th  Fehrua?},  isog 

I  was  not  enabled  to  iiak^  you  an  aecvuate  letuin  of  Colonel 
French's  Levy,  without  detailing  them  in  t&e  fast  instance  by-name, 
and  now  inclose  it,  which  iucruJe  eveiy  map  who  has  amved  at  th£ 
army  depot,  but  thinking  it  hkely  that  a  return  of  numbeis  may 
^iswfY  your  ompo^e,  I  also  indole  it,  in  which  I  have  mentioned 
liow  the  whole  have  hetn  dispo^d  of 

1  hive  the  honour  to  be, 

Deoi  Colon*  1,  pour's  most  faithfully 
Li -Colonel  Go?  don,  &<  JAMFS    AY  LOR,  B  G  Cottu 

jbor^e  Guards* 

(hj»»loMire  I  )-tonta*  a  a  R£Tr  RN  oi  M^N  sent  to  the  Army 
Depot  by  Colonel  French,  and  how  disposed  of  > 

6th  February  I8d9 
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How  deposed  of 


Attached  to  Regiments  of  the  Line. 

-  -    -         Went  India  Corp-s 

-  •»    -    -    R  Banack  Attificeik 

-  -    -    -    Gamson  and  Vetenan  Battalion?*.. 

Edbt  India  Company 

Rejected 
Deserted 

Returned  to  London,  Recruiting,  and  never  brought  back 


Total 


JAMES  TAYLOJt,  B  G 

Com 

(Enclosure  2  )— Contains  a  RETURN  "of  Men  sent  to  the  Aimy 
Depot  by  Colonel  Fiench,  m  the  Yeais  1804  and  1805,  and  how 
they  weie  distributed  # 

*  This  return  being  a  mei  e  list  of  the  names  of  the  iqG  men  raised 
by  Col  Fiench,  with  the  date?  of  then  animal  at  tht,  Aimy  Depot, 
awd  how  they  weie  distributed,  is  omitted  j,  umnteicstmuf  to  the 
reader    The  preceding  & tat emcati'i  Euciosau  No  1  bung  all  that 

geneiaHy  uwfpl 
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Tat  select  Committee  "hating  mspe'cted  the  follow- 
ing Letteis  >ieiened  te  them  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  dehveied  their  opinion,  that  all  those 
Letters  weie  lelevant  to  the  matter  in  question. 

■Copies  of  Tarioub  Letters,  Notes,  &c  which  passed  between  Mrs. 
M  A  Claike,  and  Gapt  Sandon 

(No  l  ) 

Sfcir,  -     11  Holies-street,  Cavendish-square,  July  2t  1808 

Perhaps  you  may  hive  foi  gotten  theie  was  buch  a  peison,in  exis- 
tence as  the  wntei  1  I  ha\e  been  in  the  countiy  for  a  yeai  and  a 
half,  and  I  am  but  just  letuined  from  it,  to  lemam  in  town ,  *a»d  I 
should  feel  myself  pai  ticulai  ly  obliged  if  you  will  faiour  me.  with 
yom  fnend  Colonel  Fiench\  addicts,  oi  his  agent  m  the  mn  m 
Holborn,  which  has  slipped  my  menw  y — Pi  ay  foigive  the  tionble, 
and  believe  rae  youi  nio^t  obedient        *         »  / 

MARY. AWE  CLARKE, 
Captam  Sandon,  l/l 
12)54(4  Royal  Waggon  Driven,  ^ 

48  Co  Chester,  &$secc  7 

  Beeclcs, 

fy  Suffolk 
To  -m  on  ow          ■  .  ■  »■  — 
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*  The  woids  in  Italic,  and  the  pnee  of  postage  were  erased 
with  a  pen 

\  The  woids  which  are  here,  and  m  subsequent  places,  printed 
in  Italics,  and  the  nguies  were  written  in  penal, 

(No  2) 


4^ 
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(No  a) 

JL^-  14  Bedford-place,  Russet-square  July  tS, 

*i)ear  Sir, 

Gn  Saturday  I  wa*  frvoured  with  youi  answer,  hut  as  I  have  re* 
vioved  fiom  Holles-stfeet  <io  this  place,  to  save  you  the  trouble  o# 
eallmg  there,  these  •lum^re  addressed  you  I  am  now  with  my 
mother  and  I  fear  for  the  whole  of  the  summer  I  did  not  want 
any  thing  of  fiench  but  to  a$k  a -question  I  am  Dr  Sir, 
Captain  London,  Your  obliged,  &t 

Boyal  Waggon  Tram  MAIIY  ANNE  CLARKE. 

Beccles  Suffolk 

TiroPy.  Post  Unpaid,  Tottenham  C  R 

(No  3) 

Mrs  Clarke  will  he  glad  of  a  call  from  Capt  Sandon,  if  he  is  re- 
turned  to  town,  to-day  or  to-morrow 

<jrlott€e£ter  place,  Friday 

Colonel  Sandon,  Biidgc~s,tieet,  Westminster. 

(No  4) 

I  am  thoroughly  convinced  of  the  money  being  too  tuflmg,  and 
I  have  mentioned  it  to  a  person  who  knows  the  full  value  of  those 
things,  go  you  may  tell  Bacon  and  Speddmg  they  must  give  each  of 
them  more  two  hundred,  and  the  Captains  must  srne  me  fifty  each 
more.    1  am  now  offered  eleven  hundicd  foi  an  oldei  ofhcei 

M  A  C 

1  must  have  an  answer  this  evening  to  this,  as  I  am  tospeak 
with  hjm  qn  it  I  have  mtytioned  as  youi  bung  eonccined  foi  me. 
1  go  to*  the  Little  Theatre  thib  e\  enmg 

1804.         Colonel  Sandon. 

(No  5  ) 

Will  you,  my  good  Sir,  diop  me  a  line  Monday  moimng,  sa\mg 
if  you  have  been  able  to  influence  any  peison  who  is  with  Pitt,  to 
attend  the  House  on  Monday  to  give  his  Vote 

I  have  this  morning  leceived  the  inclosed  fiom  Com,  and  wheie 
he  marks  under  he  alludes  to  youi  business,  and  as  I  know  he  is  a 
•tory-teller,  I  send  you  his  letter, 

Col  Sandon,  1  am  Sir, 

No.  15,  Bridge  Street,  &< .  M  A  CLARKE. 

Westmmstei  Budge. 

Indorsed 

Pitt's  Motion,  CQrTi-~~CQm]ilGint> 

(No.  5  ) 


C  297  ) 


6       a  Dear  Sir, 

"  He  will  do  it  ~ —  so  le*  Ijie  Proposals  be  «ent  in  by  when  he 
gets  to  Town,  which  will  be  as  soon  as  you  get  this,  for  one  thousand 
at  firs*  •  "  The  Dulse  of  Cam^udgeJias  already  foui  thousand  You 
have  not  occasion  to  be  \ery  pamculai  is  to  then  bj>n%  Piotestaats, 
for  f  don't  think  it  ot  auy  'Oiiso-]«ience  to  lum  '  '  '  I  th«n#  you  had 
batter  altend  him  on  1  tus.W,  to  a^k  nis  oftflion  of  th**  Papers  tej+ 
in  on  Satuiday,  as  T  10M  hi  n  I  bad  seet#  the  P?dffaml9*  Hvhtt*h  you  in- 

tended  to  -alter  and  leave  t  jut  E  'en  n  r  ~rl*rry  when  you  go  put  on 

a  nice  pair  of  boob,  and  let  u  be  arjju  half-past  3     <4v  4 

Indo*  wd  u  Adieu— burn  this ' r 

Mis  Clarke's  Lettei y  ieia*ueto  i.ei^tn  Lm», 

7 

u  Can  \ou  gAvc  me  a  Call  to-dav  about  one  or  two,  or  abou^ve  <* 
I  wish  to  see  yci  much     Telf  SpedcL-g  to  wutem  for  what  he  wants, 
as  the  D  says  that  is  much  th'j  best    Can  you  get  halt  a  dozen"  01  so 
that  wants  interest  ?    I  want  money,  whtoh  is  moie  impeiious,  this  is» 
uhat  Lav  ant  to  see  you  upon,  so  you  had  better  see  Gilpni  (U$t 

"  What  is  become  ot  Bacon? 

Indorsed  "  C*  lonel  Sanden  " 

Interest  §  31onei/ 

8  "  Dear  Sir, 

Ci  Pray  do  something  foi  me  soon  a<*  possible ,  the  Duke  told  me  thii» 
morning  that  you  n  ust  get  on  fastei  wi'b  3  oi'i  men,  he  has  Wiittcii  to 
town  fot  that  puipose  You  had  rM'<r  send  i^e  *ne  exact  numbei  of 
all  you  have  sent,  and  I  will  shew  it  Ivm 

Indoi  >erl  GobneJ  Saii'IeiK 

He  complains  of  the 
Slowness  of  T&ecmit- 
ing  the  Lei  y 

9  I  se^d  this  by  a  servaut  to  Hampton 

hoping  you  will  get  it  soonei 
"  Deai  Sir,  Thuisd<j*  Momu>£  t(k 

"  The  Duke  has  ncithei  seen  Gen.  Toymn  nor  Ins  son— Ivs  smijiet 
does  not  know,  and  it  is  six  months  since  he  saw  the  Gvf  i    He  baV 
Ivm  to  bo  Ca/ett(  d,  and  is  fitful  it  will  be  done  ei*>  he  c*n  §tb[j 
1  • — hi  Wxll  Le  at  the  ofhee  to-monow,  and  if  not  too  iatt  w  >«1  stop  it 
IIw.  rt3,ui  -d  me  it  was  latnely  owing  to  me  tha  he  thoug  *t  t  >  do  tiu 

A^lettaudBligh 

ben  by  p  ttur>:>  him  whTc  t  vo  others  Majors  ha\e  left    a  >diie  wotf  1 
uiconisebcttostepshigh.fi  a  * 

**  X  hope  to  sej  you  to-morrow,  when  vou  will  be  abk1  to  give'nf? 
ahswei  fro^i  Tou»n  ,  «'  »H  be  in  town  about  5 


in 


"Tru  Km?  o<  d  all  the  F  u^ily  aie  coming  to  visit  the*  Puke,  h 
1'i.birih  day  '  M    Full  of  compliment,  you  see 

In£oi  fed             i(  Colonel  Sandon,  f  udo  1  *e  \ 

1  ftk  Avgiist  j  804.         " No  1 5,  Budge  Street,  Tvv o  P*  n,r, 

12  o'Clock                "  We&tm  ns  tr  B-idge,  PO^  i 

\0  171804^1                  "Loudon"  3w,t!  e  diam 

No.  XKVIL— V  2              r  U  ui  10  Mi- 


(    2()8  ) 


10 

**  Mrs  Clark's  compliments  await  Col  Sanden,  thmks  lt'hest  for 
him  not  to  come  to  her  Box  t£ns  evening,  as  Gieenwood  goes  with 
Doth  the  Dukes  tins  evening,  and  ot  course  will  watch  where  yr  eyes 
duect  now  and  then  ,  and  should  he  s^e  and  know  Col  S  ■ — -? 

may  make  some  remark  by  saving  or  talking  of  the  Lew  business,  and 
it  may  be  hurtful  to  his  and  Mi ,  C't>  future  mteitst 
"  indoised 

ath  Oct  1804  Col  Sanden, 

See  Richd  Coeui  de  Lion  No  8,  Lyons  Inn 

11        «  Dear  611, 

"  Cap'tn  Tojmn  cannot  Le  made  th  s  month  as  I  expected,  the  D 
tells  me  it  will  beat  least  three  weeks  he  having  oO  much  ro  do  in  it- 
viewing  ,  and  th«ere  aie  some  0  her  p'omotians  now  to  take  place-*— 

however  the  thing  is  done 

"  The  little  boy  will  be  attended  to  On  Monday  I  shall  go  to  Vaux- 
Thai!  with  a  party,  when  perhaps  I  shall  have  the  pleasure  ot  seeing  you  , 
it  is  the  cnl)  night  this  summer  I  shall  ha\  e  the  opportunity,  as  on  that 
night  he  1^  obliged  to  attend  the  House  ot  Lords,  a§  they  expect  a  great 

fight  on  Pitt's  Motion  1  Mi  ill  at  somt  time  take  an  opportunity  of 

mentioning  }  our  Majouty     I  asked  him  what  he  thought  ot  you  ? 

/±  D  clevei  fellow-  You  are  to  have  the  oounty  that  Pitt  is  to 

fi^ve  to  the  line,  so  that  every  thing  goes  on  well  — i  told  him  I  should 
see  you  a  Vauxhall  on  Monday  — —I  am  now  at  the  end  of  mv  paper, 
so  shall  sav  ad'eu  "  M.  A  C  *> 

'*  He  savs  Gen  loynyn  is  a  stupid  o'd  fellow 

Indoised  Cok  it  I  Sandon, 

tehltti  c  to  i7/e  Majo,dtf      No  1  j  Bridge  Stiee,,  Westminster  Bridge 
and  udi  once  of  bounty 

i .        u  Dear  Sir,  W<  \  bridge,  Fudav  Noon  — burn  this 

"  I  have  mentioned  the  Majoiity  to  the  D  ,  he  is  veiy  ayu  able 

to  it — it  is  the  Nephew  of  the  Gen  1 ,  bis  son  purchased  a  Company 
last7 week  — Do  vou  think  if  at  ai!  poss>ble  to  ool'ge  im  on  Monday  with 
one  himdnd,  I  shall  oe  m  town  Sunday  II  1  had  had  the  pleasure  of 
seemg  yoa  at  the  Races,  I  in  erded  to  have  pointed  vou  out  to  the 

t)   If  \  o«  aie  m  town,  vvill  ^0  1  have  the  goodness  to  send  a  line 

m  a  iswci     It  Will  oblige  much  yo^ii  mo^t 

"Obvdt  M  A,  C" 
4  ESHLR  Indorsed 

Colonel  Sandon,  16  J\la)»iUify 

C  No  15  LndgeS  teet  June  8M  1804 

JUN  9  1804      Vv  estmuisu  r  Budge),  London 

1 

3  7}  4<  Thuisday 

I'd  tell  >  m,  Col  Tren  \  y  v  can  rr 41  eiialh  ,ene  me,  by  givmg 
me  al^ill  tor  two  hundred,  to»  >  wo  mcmthi  01  t<u  week:, 

"I  ,hail 


(  m  ) 


•yBKallrttaH  times t>c  happy  to  .serve  you  m  any  way^  I  like  Cap 
S»\ndon  extiunol/,  1  ^up^ose  he  j§  the  managing  person  ? 

"  Dtop  m  »  a  line  in  answeu  "  M  A  C  " 

tst  Lttterfiom  Mr*  i'Larhe 

*4  , 

**  Mis  ClaikeS  ec^  'nn^nf ,  n'fpnd  on  Colonel  Sandon  will  be  gL  d 
to  seednm  to-monow  /om  eleven  t»H  une  , 
"Ttruisday,  Feb  38 
Vrtdorted  iS  Colonel  Sand'  n,  a 

Two  Penny  "No  8,  L>on'  Inn, 

-  .POST  "  Whjch  Sued  * 

Coventry  St 

15,       "  My  De£r  Sir, 

rtI  a*n  vexed  to  death,  you  w  !!  1  now  tli"  b'ate  oftnv  finances,  and  I 
Jut  upon  Speddintf  toj  Tuesd  h  when,  behold,  the  Regt  he  is  111  did 
their  exercise  sp  bad  that  the  Du^e  *\voie  at  them  very  much,  and  has 
stopped  the  piomotion  of  »y  o*«e  it '  He  said  so  mirh  to  the  Col 
Wemvss  (I  think)  that  d  he  h?d  ueen  a  Gtntleman  he  wo  aid  have  given 
up — butne  intends  lookup  over  the  Memonal  to-da/,  as  S  ha*  not 
be^n  long  in  that  Reg  <>nd  ne  is  an  old  Glfkei  So  tha«  -\  on  see  if  he 
gets  hi,s  promotion  how  very  much  he  ought  be  mdu>  ul  t  ,  mv  go  *1 
oftices  I  must  beg  haid  f  r  Inm,  the  I>ike  in  veu  apgr  w  th  \o  1  , 
foi  when  he  fasi  saw  you,  jou  piomisjd  imv  300  Foreman  ,  and  v<  u 
have  not  produced  one  — O,  yes,  master  feandjn  is  a  pietty  feilow  to 
depend  on  I  wish  I  had  hit  upon  Eustace  fit ot  I  told  yon,  I  believe, 
that  they  musj;  be  done  giaduallv,  his  Cle»ks  a.e  so  limning  Gu 
Speddlng  to  wirte  out  a  list  ot  his  services,  and  send  it  to  me  as  a  pnva*t 
tiding  to  shew  him,  not  addi-essed  to  any  one*  Adieu  " 

16^       "Pear,  Sir, 

"J  asked  this  morning  if  he  himself  read  those  papers  I  gave  him  of 
thf  Co^'s,  ,he,  sayed  that  he  had  f~but  thit  he  still  a.ked  so  much  more 
than  othei  men,  that  he  could  not  think  of  closing  with  him  i  However 
let  him  send  again,  as  peihaps  hefoigets  his  papers  in  his  huiry,  espe- 
cially a»  he  had  those  at  home 

"  I  cannot  do  m}  self  the  pleasure  of  being    (  torn  | 

17        t£  Dear  Sir, 

"  I  shall  esteem  it  a  favor  if  you  will  make  immediate  enquiry  about  a 
Lieufrenancy/(I  undeistand  there  are  two  to  ol  disposed  of  in  the  14th 
Lt  Dragoons)  as  Cb?tles  Thompson  is  deteimined  to  quit  his  next 
week,  and  I  wish  for  his  own  sake  that  he  goes  direct  to  the  othei,  as 
the  Duke  might  be  displeased  with  any  one  being  idle  at  this  cntical 
moment  If  yeu  are  in  the  way  I  shall  expect  a  line — j  ust  to  say  if  you 
fcamk  it  possible  for  hira  to  nui phase  so  soon  — His  R  H  goes  out  of 

M  m  z  tow 


(    300  ) 


v  im  t  >  Chelm&fbi  1  SaUrday,  and  letting  to  to»*n  to  )nb  office  3  o'clock 
Tuesday  *■ 

"U'f  nc  I  Stipdon/  "  M,  A  C  ,s 

An         jT<  hnn  *.ter  &,  idae*, 
\>\\CgQ  &t4eU,  We^tmnibtu 

tiJ        "Dear  Sir, 

"Mdjoi  Fa>loi  has  pioposed  toe  >  somtilu'ig  in  the  I ru>h  Levy s for  bis 
It  Colony,  but  it  will  not  be  efleutd  ,  the  friends  of  ours  says  he  will 
let  him  puichai.,  altho*  he  is  so  young  a  Major,  but  tins  you  know  is 
nofhir.g  to  u>,  so  do  you  see  him,  and  if  you  entei  upon  tiie  same 
a  im>  as  befoiw,  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  teizt  him  out  ot  it ,  let  me 
knv\\  (he  ^  ->  lit  of  it  soori  as  possible  > 

u  Do  you  th"ik  it  at  all  p ossible  for  \  ou  and  Fiench  to  let  me  draw  a 
biH  on  you  for  200/  I  am  so  dreadfully  distressed,  I  know  not  which 
wav  to  lurn  piyvlf,  and  before  that  will  i,e  du-~  you  pre  awaie  of  what 
1<  f  v  be  done  foi  me  in  that  nLgocrnion  Thank  you  lor  the  Pig,  it  was 
the  most  delicate  thing  of  the  kind  possible  Ad'eu 

\\  edne-.day,  Jan  30  "  Dtar  Sir,  I  am,  &c  *' 

19  iK  Deai  I  a, 

i  Abl  ]t  ve  iw\vn  on  Monday  evening  and  1  tinning  short  of  Cash, 
wnl  ,  (  1      1  md  cnojgh  to  %$nd  me  by  Mond  ?>  the  Hundred  Pounds. 
M  Co*W  i  Siit,dcn.*»  "  M,  A,  C." 

20  u  Dear  S»r, 

**  Mo*;  unf©rt*t'.afeV  Lord  13  rid^ewa'ei  bas  asked I  for  the  vacancy 

er?  indeed  it  a  as  c  .le,  f  0  that  th&t  is  done  f  <>rn [  5 

but  H  H  H .  let  n  ^  kiiow  if  he  cart  at  4  o'ck  *-~fc£e.  does  not  go  out 
of  to  vii,  <ss  im<  .tdt-d,  Jt^monov/,  on  account  ofi  his  Majesty  having 
been  ir-u  ted  yas.erk'.,  "t«d  3*1  feais  it  ~~ I  have  a  Bill  due  either  Sa- 
tn^'ay  <  *  Mrrday,  i  lio.v  not  .vh*ch  day;  can  you  get  me  the  five 
hundudgt  — Se  w  been  bigned'  and  will  be  in  the  Gazette  to- 
morrow, yc  1  krovv  vhc  I  mean 

'<  Ii.stead  ot  a_  60  guinea  harp  let  it  be  100,  as  I  told  him  you  was 
goifie  to  o,esent  p,e  one,  theretoie  it  must  be  very  elegant 
"  Tel'  Z.mmv  ees  he  shall  have  1  torn  |  he  wishes  for 

700  gumcas,  not  he  shall  nave  it  in  a  month 

"  Do'i  1  f»'i  ou  ni     m  7  s-cubbk  &oon  as  read 

"  I  do  n©t  co  otu  01  t  w  to-mouow." 
««  Colonel  Sanden,  No  15,  Bi*d0e  Street,  Westminster. 
"  01  Duke  Street,  SuJphi     No  9  Office 

4I        «D«MrSir,-  Thursday 

"  I  am  extremely  sorr\  to  mfonn  you  (for  the  poor  boy's,  sake)  but  it 
is  impossible  to  admit  him,  as  he  nas  that  misfortune  you  mentioned  ot 

*  The  words  printed  in  Italics  were  drawn,  through  by  a  pen 

being 
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being  one  eyed.  -  Do  you  think  it  possible  to  get  me  a  vote  on  Monday 
for  Pitt's  Motion  •*  it  will  if  earned  be  of  some  consequence  to  us  heie 
a^ter ,  try  all  you  can. 

"  I  remain,  Dear  Sir,  Yours,  &c  &t 
u  Colonel  Sandon,  "M  A.  Clarke  *» 

<6  No  15,  Bridge  Sueer,  Westminster  Bridge 
M  Send  me  an  Answer" 

22  ^ 

"  What  you  ask  w  ill  be  at  your  service,  and  the  Letter  will  be  at  your 
O/hce  Monday  Moin  < 
"  Colonel  Sandon  " 

> 

"  Mrs  Claike  will  be  glad  to  see  Captain  Sandon  to-morrow,  befofe 
twelve  o'clock,  it  he  is  m  twwn  ,  if  no1-,  Monday  at  5  — 
1  o'CIock       Po>t  mai  k.  Post  mark 

6  JY  Friday  2 

1804  NT  Col  Sandon,  TWO  Py  POST 

No  15,  Bridge  Street,  Westminster  Bridge  Unpaid 

24  H  Dear  Sir, 

"  Tneie  is  not  any  such  thing  in  Contemola'ion  as  the  written  ques- 
tion Will  you  again  ask  about  an  India  Lieuftenancy  ?  as  the  Duke 
dismes  die  thereare  two  for  bale  In  c  onsequence  of  what  I  mentioned 
to  him  of  Kenner  he  has  made  main  enqumes,  and  finds  him  to  be  a 
black  sheep  ,  he  offered  to  bube  Col  Gordon  a  few  dajs  since  1 ! 

tf<  M  A  C>> 

**  Colonel  Sandon  **  Indorsed 

48th  antedate 

25  "  Dear  Sir, 

"  Ere  I  -leave  town  I  scratch  a  few  lines,  begging  you  to  be  on  your 
guard  m  even  point,  but  of  my  nune  111  particular,  for  the  future 
nevei  bieatheit — fame  nfident  you  have  a  number  of  enemies,  for^ 
ye->terda>  the   •  was  assailed  from  seven  or  eight  different  per- 
sons with  envective  agaiastyou — He  is  a  little  angry ^at  something, 
yu  will  not  tell  it  me — I  think  this  fellow  Kenner  tiles  his  friends — 
they  laid  fine  complaint-,  against  you— ^did  you  tell  Zemmmees  that  as 
soon  as  Toynyn  was  gazetted  you  will  get  lumdone?  m  the  same  way, 
and  that  I  was  the  person  ?   Let  me  see  you  on  Tuesday 

"  Adieu)  I  am  interrupted.'* 

26  "  My  Dear  Sir, 

i  1  Be  so  good  as  to  look  at  the  Gazette  to-morrow  evng,  as  I  rather 
expect  some  of  the  names  to  be  inserted  I  have  others  which  I  dssujye 
you  upon  my  honor  The  present  for  my  trouble  for  tho  Majority  js 
seven  hundred  guineas,  so  if  )ou  have  any  more  this  mus>t  bfc  the  same 

M  m  1 "  *  shal 
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^(^kalf  £e  m  4© wn  Monday,  if  you  will  have  any  thing  tosommtfin- 
.cate    i  remain, 

*  Friday  Evng  «  Dear  Sir,  yours,  &c  &c 

«  7  o'Clock,  28  Sp  «  Colonel  Sanden,  "  M  A.  C." 

"*i8o4  N?  "  No     Lyons  Inn,  "  Two-Penn/ 

"  Whych  Stieet,  Strand  "  "  POST  » 

27  '    "Dear  Sir,      _  li  2d*  8th 

4<  I  made  a  mistake,  itfis  the  £2d  Regiment  Mr  Thompson  is  to  pur- 
chase mto,  01  the  8th     Shall  I  see  you  to  day  "> 

"  What  is  Thompson  to  say  to  his  Colonel  ?  "MAC" 
"  Charles  Farquhar  «'  Colonel  Sanden, 

*'  Thompson,  "  15  bridge  Street, 

v  »i  "  Westminster  »' 

«  to  8  or  22d'' 

*'  I  gave  rhe  papers  to  his  R<  yal  H  ghuess,  he  lead  them  while  with 
me,  ixf^d  he  st  1 J  thou,  ht  IWen  !,i  1 ,  \,w  t'*at  an  Ansvvei  would  be  left 
at  his  Office  as  the  way  uf  b  stne&s 

"  I  t  )kl  hi°nf  any  wa>  appointed,  to  g»vo  the  Co!  the  preference 
Bi'tn  thisbo  >n  as  lead  — I  do  not  coin]  ithend  twtty  what  you  mean 
by  five  other  things,  1  don't  thml  it  possible." 

"Can  you  °end  me  one  hundred  pounds  to-d?y '>— and  let  me  s£e 
y©u  to-morrow  morning 

"  Colonel  Saaden  "  "  M  x\  C  » 

\ 

\ 

30       "Dear  Sir,  "Fndiy 

"  Will  you  go  to  the  Horse  Guards,  forme  to-day,  and  leave  a  pro- 
per letter  as  ^onu&g  from  Charts  Thompson,  askmg  for  leave  of  ab- 
sence fm  a  fortn'g^i ,  but  if  his  se'ViCs  should  be  warded  he  would  join 
rifircdvtely  if  you  know  any  belonging  to  the  Adjutants,  you  could 
get  it  6y  to-morrow 

**  CUoft  I  Sanden  "  <*  M  A  C  »> 

.3.1 

,  moj{  u*9i,s  01  *1ST^  I    i  >  ]pg  P  11*3  ram  snotiojou  B  qatAi 
ah^fajjoo  in  *JWpn9i-Xauouj  u  <^re  no/Csfe  qaujAt  ismi  ti  aAEtj  j„ 

^^nopeyou  will  attend  the  Duke  to  day,  as  Clinton  leaves  hmron 
Thursday  ami  he  has  aiithe  writings  for  you  m  baud  he  will  not  leave 
his  Office  till  hix  — 

w  J  shall  be  t*lad  of  a  hundred  guineas  if  possible  this  week  Satur- 
day wfeekToynuv  will  be  Gdzered*— How  comes  on  French?  Call 
to-mor-ifow  if  possible. 

**  Colone]  Sandon, 
*  15  Bndge  St^et,  Westminster.'' 
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"  As  your  Servant  has  called,  and  fearing  you  may  not  have  my  tet*~ 
ter — beg  you  to  i,ee  the  Duke  to-dav  at  ^11  events^  or  etee  things  will  be 
longer  about,  as  Col  Gordon  takes  Clinton's  place  m  Thursday  ** 

33       «  Dear  Sir,  v 

"  Pray  what  can  Speddmgs  mean  by  asking  on  Thursday,  thro'  Gen. 
Tonyn,  foi  leave  to  go  upon  half  pay  ?  tu>  odd  behaviour,  and  you  must 
think  that  some  one  thinks  me  used  veiy  ill    of  course,  till  this  is  fully 
explained,  I  shall  di  op  all  thoughts  of  any  thin?  eLe 
"  Saturday,  l<c  I  remain  your's, 

«  Colonel  Sandon."  "M  AC 


34       "  S^r, 

*c  I  am  exactly  treated  as  I  have  been  led  to  behe\e,  from  more  than 
one  quarter,  but  will  thank  you  to  send  me  Colonel  French's  Addiess 
to-day  before  the  Post  goes  out' — I  have  nothing  to  do  with  yoiyr 
Agent,  you  kn^w 

**  I  remain,  Sir,  your  most  obedt. 

46  M  A  C  » 


35 

"  As  Col  Sandon  did  not  call  according  to  promise,  Mrs  C  hopes 
he  will  have  the  goodness  to  send  her  a  Bill  at  nvo  months,  hi  the 
morning*  surely  ail  things  will  be  settled  before  that  becomes  due, 
Mrs  C  hopes  he  will  not  disappoint 
**  Monday 

'     "  Colonel  Sanden, 
"  Lyons  Inn,  Whych  Street " 

36       «  Sir, 

"  You  have  disappointed  me  dreadfully,  a  Bill  of  one  Hundred  rt 
three  months  is  useless,  it  must  be  for  twohundred  at  three  months,,  0* 

for  one  hundred 

one  at  six  weeks  or  two  months  I  beg  you  to  1  eturn  ft  by'the  bearer,  as 
I  mentioned  my  situation  to  you  — Word  it  thus . — Ipromise  to  pay  to 
iSix  weeks  or  Two  months  after  date,  pay  Mr  Thompson  oi  Order,  the 
Sum  at  One  hundred  Pounds  for  Value  received 

"  Pray  let  me  have  it  this  evening  at  all  events  **  M.  A  C  " 


37 

*c  Mrs  Clarke's  compliments  attend  Cspt  Sandon,  will  feeHierself 
much  obliged  if  he  will  do  his  bes-t  for  Thompson  m  the  recruiting  bu- 
siness, as  on  his  getting  the  men  early  will  give  nun  first  rdtik 
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"  Mrs  G  has  not  been  able  to  get  an  answer  from  H  R  H  about 
Taylor  " 

*  Dec  26  %    Two  Py 

Colonel  Sandon,  POST 
No  8,  Lyon's  Inn,  Blandford 
Wych  Street. 
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38 

"  Mt;s  C  must  again  intreat  the  assistance  of  Col-  S—  >  He 

well  knows  she  has  ahva\s  done  as  he  has  wished  her  to  do. 
44  Colonel  Sanden,  No.  8,  Lyon's  Inn,  Wych  Stieet  " 


39 

<(  I  am  told  an  Answer  is  left  out  for  Col  French  at  the  office,  and 
that  now  he  has  diopped  three  Guineas  per  man  — 

u  I  am  not  awaie  of  w  hat  the  an>wer  is  intended  to  convey 

"Mr  Com  }  mm  j  k  will 


40. 

u  I  hoj?e  vou  will  not  disappoint  me,  as  on  >ou  alone  depends  my 
hopes  of  taking  «p  a  Bill  over  due 
"  Colonel  Sanden  " 


41  "  2,  Westbourne  Place,  Sloane  Square, 

Dear  S11,  "  December  211 J 

"  Let  me  know  where  you  aie,  and  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  but  I 
ran  seive  you  essentially,  and  remain  as  ever  youi  fuend. 

6ogi  "  Mary  Anne  Cl\rke  " 

"   ©£  ucf  Captain  Sandon, 

*)"  Waggon  Train,  ^ 

Spam  *  £ 
By  Me**  Greenuood  $  Co  *  c  ?  on 

Lion  Inn,  Strand,  London,  S  c 

Indorsed  £  %  * 


*  The  words  in  Itahc  were  erased  by  a  pen 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 

Thursday,  FnmuAKY  23 
The  Speaker,  nom  the  Chair,  thus  addiessrd  the  Iloiue 

H  I  have  to  acquaint  the  House,  that  smce  I  came  to  the  House  I  have* 
feceived  a  lefter  from  his- Royaf  Highness  the  Dnke  of"  York,  the  contents 
of  which  relate  to  the  Inquiry  now  pen  chop  befoie  the  Committee  of  the 
wrjele  Heuse    With  the  permission  oi  tke  House,  I  will  iead  the  lettei  " — 

The  letter  was  then  read. 

"Sn,  "  Home  Guards,  Feb.  23,  1809.1 

"  1  have  waited  wUh  the  gieatest  ajrixiety  until  the  Commit^© 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Commons1  to  inqune  into  my  conduct, 
as  Commandet  in  Chief  of  his  Mijest\  s  Army,  had  closed  its  ex- 
aminations, and  1  now  hope  that  it  will  not  be  deemed  impiopei  to 
addressthis  lettei  through  3011  to  the  House  of  Common*. 
<  "  1  obseive  with  the  deepest  concern,  that  in  the  com  se  of  thIS 
Inquiry,  my  name  as  br.n  coupled- with  tiansacticns  the  most, 
critninal  an4  disgiaceful,  and  I  must  ever  regiet  and  lament,  that 
a  connection  should  ever  have  existed,  which  has  thus  exposed  my 
tfta<actej^ani$  honour  to  public  ammadveision. 

tf  With  lespeet  to  my  ahedged  offences,  connected  with  the  dis- 
charge &f  my*  official  duties,  I  do,  m  the  most  solemn  maiHiei, 
uppA  mj  honour,  asaPunce,  distinctly  asseit  my  innocence,  not 
only  by^denyj.tig  all  coirupt  paiticipatiou  m  any  of  the  infamous 
transactions  which  ha\e  appealed  in  evidence  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  01  anv  connivance  at  then  existence,  but  also 
the  slightest  knowledge  01  suspicion  that  they  existed  at  all 

"  My  consciousness  of  innocence  leads  me  confidently  to  hope, 
that  the,House  of  Commons  will  not,  upon  such  evidence  as  they 
have  h^aid,  adopt  an)  proceeding  piejudiciai  to  m\  honom  and 
character,  but  if,  on  such  testimony  as  has  been  adduced  against 
me,  the  House  of  Commons  can  think  my  innocence  questionable,, 
I  claim  of  their  justice,  that  I  shall  not  be  condemned  without* 
trial,  6j  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  andipiotection  which  is  affoided 
to  every  British  Subject,  by  those  sanctions  under  which  alone 
evidence's  leceived  in  the  ordinal  y  administration  of  the  law 

"lam,  S11,  youi's,  FREDERICK.'11 

*'  To  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  " 


(  so;  } 

The  lettei  was  oideied  to  lie  on  the  table,  and  the  Speaker ob« 
seived  that  this  being  a  case  of  great  importance  he  thought  it  mo- 
,pei  that  a  copy  of  it  should  be  made  by  the  Clerk  for  the  use  of 
the'  House — which  being  ordered, 

Mr  Banks  expiessed  a  wish  to  know  wlmt  instances' there  tyere 
of  pioceedmgs  of  such  a  natuie,  md  what  was  the  couise  usually 
puisued  i  * 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  all  letters  acjdiessed  to  the^House 
must  of  course  beaddiessed  to  the  Speakei  Sometimes  there 'weie 
meie  letteis  of  cotuse,  and  m  such  casqs-iie  comrnoiwcated  thetn 
to  the  House  without  puttiuq, a,ny  question  ori  tbe^ufegect,'  anH  fhey 
weie  then  enteied  on  the  Journals.  Letters  were  aiso<stim€r$nes 
addressed  to  the  Speakei  on  the  subject  of  charges  pendm«-  before 
the  House,  and  of  this  there  hadbeenaji  instance  at  no  veryVemote 
peuod,  m  "which  the  writers  of  such  letters  de^red  to  be  bea/d  at 
fhe  Bar.  These  lettei s  weie  not  communicated  to'the  House  afc 
matteis  of  course,  but  then  communication-became  the  subject  ot 
a  question  to  the  House.  In  one  instance  he  recoHected  a  prece- 
dent of  a  lettei  of  this  soit  being  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  on  the 
motion  of  a  Membei. 

Friday,  February  24. 

Mi.  Whitbiead  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  htter 
winch  had  been  received  and  read  the  pieccding  day, i which  he 
.said  most  seriously  atfected  the  privileges  of  the  House  He  did 
not  object  to  tt  at-tjie  time  of  its  bein<>  read,  as  it  was  his  wish  to 
act  with  piudenceaud  caution,  he  howevei  thought  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  the  House  ,to  bestow  on  it  its  most  senous  considera- 
tion, as  itstiuck  at  its  vital  principles  This  pioduced  a  reply 
fiom  Mi  Percival,  when  aftci  some  observations  from  Lord 
Henry  Petty  the  congelation  of  the  Conduct  of  his  Koyai  High- 
ness the  Commandei  m  Ch.ef  was  iixed  toi  Wednesday  the  StrTof 
Mai  ch 

Hiday,  March  3  , 
A  lon°  discussion  aro^  on  a  suggestion  of  Mr  C  W  W^nne 
relative  to  the  pie\ancations  of  Geneiai  CUvei  ing  the  tin  ther'ton- 
aideiation  of  which  was  defeiied  till  aftei  the  decision  upon  the 
geneiai  question  This  foi  med  the  prelnninaiv  pioceedmirs  \wth 
the  exception  that  on  Monday  the  6th  the  Chantelloi  of  "the  Ex- 
chqquei  stated  that  b>  ntistake  a  Papei  had  been  omitted  m  the 
punted  Copies  of  the  Evidence,  it  was  the  lettei  fjom  his  Hoyal 
Highness,  which  contained  an  enclose,  and  the  lettei  boie  the 
waik  of  the  Do\er  Poat  Oiv.e,  on  this  infoimation  beino  com- 
municated. Mi.  VVhubread  said  *>e  tiusted  the  lettei  itself Vould 
be  produced  on  the  discussion,  so  that  \t  Plight  be  seen  no  al tei a- 
tfon  had  taken  pj?ce  hoi  this  pujpo-e  be  wished  all  the  Papers 
sli6uld  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  Lokse 

WsDNESDAT, 
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Wednesday,  March  8 

Previous  to  entering  into" the  discussion  of  the  cii 6 u instances 
disclosed  m  the  evidence,  Loid  Folkstone  moved  .a  call  of  the 
House,  winch  was  agreed  to  * 

Mr  Wardle  moved  the  drtfei  of  the  Day  for  taking  into  furthef 
consideration  the  Repot  t  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquite  into 
the  coaduct  of  the  Commandei  m  Chief,  vvhich  being  agreed  to — • 

Mr  Wardle  then  dedaied  that  he  w^s  fully  aware  of  the 
difficulty  of  <the  situation  in  which  he  was  placed,  and  should  there- 
fore not  tiouble  the  House  with  many  woids,  befoie  he  pioceeded 
to  fthe  examination  of  the  e\  idence  that  had  been  taken  at  its  Bai, 
and  to  the  comments  which  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to  make 
upon  those  paits  of  that  evidence  to  which  he  would  have  to  refer* 
He  had  studiously,  ou  all  occasions  throughout  the  progress  of  this 
investigation,  avoided  dnv  thing  that  could  lead  to  peisonahty  or 
irritation.  Such  at  least  had  been  his  intention ,  and  if  he  had  done 
otherwise  it  was  fiom  madveitence,  and  he  should,  he  trusted, 
meet  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  Howevei  he  might  have  been 
liuit  that  motives  not  very  wanantable  had  been  attributed  to  him 
for  his  conduct  in  this  business,  he  had  not  suffeied  such  feeling  to 
influence  him  m  the  progiess  of  it  Though  he  did  think  that  in 
the  early  pait  or  the  business  he  had  been  treated  mote  haishly  than 
he  ought,  he  would  now  speak  of  the  favours  which  he  had  expe- 
rienced m  the  course  ot  the  investigation  In  the  fiist  p'ace  he  had 
to  letuin  his  thanks  to  his  Majest)  s  Mmisteis  foi  the  indulgence 
Which  he  had  met  with  at  then  hands  In  the  piogtess  of  the  In- 
quiry he  hadnevei  obsei  ved  any  disposition  in  them  to  take  advan- 
tage of  his  little  knowledge  of  the  founs  ol  paihamen;tai  y  business, 
and  for  this  they  had  his  thanks  In  the  eailv  pait  of  the  proceed- 
ings he  had  expei  lenced  the  assistance  and  support  of  a  most  \\  oi  thy 
and  Honourable  MemSer  ot  that  llou^e  1  of  which  he  had  been 
soon  depuved  fiom  the  ill  health  or  the  individual  in  qiustton 
With  lespect  to  h  s  Noble  Fnen^l  T,  who  had  assisted  him  dut'n« 
the  most  aiduous  pait  of  the  ttouble — whose  acu/e  co  c\  ciition 
he  had  expene-nced  at  the  moment  when  nothing  \ui3  moie  amh 
dently  talked  of  than  the  odium  and  oi>giace  v  hi<  h  v\o-uid  l<uhf 
upon  the  accuse)  of  the  Duke  or  Yo»k,  sho  notv.itl  >>tondini>  tin* 
and  eveiy  othei  consideration*  winch  nn»h*  ha\ e  den  >ed  a  h  > 
zealous  man,  voluntanlv  come  foiward,  and  put  1  in^r-H  in  Ins 
(Mi  Wai die's)  situation,  he  felt  it  unnece^ai}  to  otiei  an>  thanks 
to  him.    \V  hilehis  Noble  hiiend  was  in  possession  ot  that  sail  fit- 

*  Public  cunosity  ban?  so  much  e\u  ed  on  tins  imj  oif^t  occa^  on, 
above  four  times  the  Numacr  ot  peisoiib  th<;  Gallery  could  coatam,  wt*n» 
collected,  long  before  opening  the  doers  of  the  House,  and  a  gieat  novn 
continued  aiiout  the  IoLoks  and  avenues  dunng  the  whole  time  of  the  chs> 
cussion 
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tiuu,  which  e<e»  multe  f.otn  the  consciousness  offing  and  rn 
shaken'  tectitucie,  and  ot  the,  levsa-d  which  follows  fhe  coiivction 
of  having  acquired,  anddcseived  tne  applause  ot  Pis  counti) — atn 
thanks  ot  his  would  be  as  nothing  1  heie  was  nothing  at  "whivh  h: 
mote  rejoiced  than  at  the  able  maupei  in  which  his  Roval  H'ujme^ 
had  been  defended  The  M<ni  k  is— the  Law  Office^  of  um 
Crown,  and  $e\e*al  ot  the  most  skilhil  men  in  the  House  liad  ev- 
erted themselves  tor  that  purpose  and  he  was  happy  to  think  that 
all  nust  be  convinced  that  nothing  moie  could  have  been  do^e  tor 
hnn  Still,  howevet.  villi  all  the  iiippoit  that  it  was  n»ht  to  ^ive 
to  the  Duke  ot  Yoik,  the  lit  pieicofatives  of  the  People  war*  to  re- 
collect that  they  owed  a  paramount  duty  to  the  Countj  y  lie  i  ehed 
on  thestiens»th  and  justice  of  his  cause,  and  on  that  only — and 
would  theietoie  pioceed  to  offer  some  lemaiks  on  the  evidence* 
aftei  which  he  would  submit  a  Resolution  to  the  House,  founded 
on  the  view,  which  he  imagined,  inust  be  entertained  upon  the 
whole  of  tlf  e  ease. 

THF  EXCHANGE  OF  COLONLLS  KNIGHT  AND  BROOKE. 

The  first  case  to  which  he  would  call  the  attention  of  tbe  House 
was,  that  of  the  Exchange  between  Colonels  iuught  and  Brooke, 
the  evidence  lespectm^  which  he  should  Noilly  )un  ovei 

"  The  first  w lines,  called  was  Or  Thy  i'ie,  \i  bos  ated  that  he  Pa  I  been 
"  desired  by  Mr  Knight  to  s»|  eak  to  Mr&  Gl.nke  on  the  subject,  and  to 
"  offer  hei  two  hundred  pounds  fot  expediting  the  exchange  in  question— 
"  tha'  he  had  ap^lud  to  hei  ►  <  i t  rch.i^iy,  and  offered  hei  two  hundred 
"  pound  > — that  \Ls  Clark',  when  h  bu^ncs*  was  ejected,  sent  him  the 
"  Gazette,  iVM  h  he  ti  admitted  to  Mi  i£auht — and  t  la*  a  foitnujht  or 
"  three  we,  n  d  Hup  ed  1/oni  the  ume  ot  the  applxa'ioa  and  the^  Meeting 
"  of  .the  e\J  mge  Mr  lichen  Kmght  had  co  roup  rated  the  .testimony 
*'  ot  Or  I  hvune  He  *cnt  the  two  bundled  pounds*  to  Mrs  Clarke,  which 
<l  he  hid  autboiu  d  the  other  wi  nesb  t  off*  r .  he  wem  tlirev.  timers  for  the 
4  Ga7ette,  and  thou  lit  that  dbjvx  a  fonn^ht  went  on,  or  peihaj  s  three 
%iWveK^ — and  he  aud<d,  that  Mrs  Ciuke  had  desired  him  to  k-cj*  th( 
*f  tramac  tion  secret,  le^t  it  should  cone  to  the  ear-,  of  Ins  Ro/val  Highness 
u  Mr  Clarke  had  stated,  that  sue  had  stm  fhe  Gazette  to  Dr  Thynne— - 
*  that  she  had  giv  e  *  t!uv  blip  of  papei  It  ft  v  ith  her  by  Dr  Thynne,  certain- 
"  mg  the  name*  oi  the  pawns,  to  the  Commander  ua  Ciuc-f—tbat  sha  told 
"  him  s>he  d  d  not  k<no\\  fn  pa  rue-,  but  that  she  was  to  receive  a  pecuniaiy 
"  compliment—  that  ^he  ieceiv«.d  the  more}  an  the  Duke  of  York's  pre* 
»i  ence — and  hat  sh^'houtsht  that  one  of  his  servant*  had  been  sent  to  get 
u  one  ot  the  nous  changed— and  tint  she  hid  de  {red  that  the  transaction 
"  might  be  kept  secret,  but  not  from  the  Duke  of  Y oik— that  two  or  three 
"  da*s  after  the  application  thee^hange  had  been  Gaaettcd- — and  thit  the 
H  Commander  m  Chief,  upun  he.  mentioning  that  she  wis  t«  relive  t 
"  pecuniary  complement,  said,  that  he  knew  the  bunnass,  that  they  Lad 
u  been  for  some  time  trying  to  effect  it,  and  that  one  of  th^  parties  wa^  a 
**  bad  subject,  but  that  he  w  ould  do  u  w 
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Upon  this  evidence  Mr  Waidle  obsei  ved,  that  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted *hat  two  bundled  pounds  bad  been  offeied  to  Mis  Claike 
lor  expediting  tins  exchange,  and  that  this^um  via1*  paid  hei  under 
the  lmptession,  that  bei  influence  with  tiie  Commaiidei  in  L  def 
bad  answeied  that  purpose  The  next  point  was,  whethd  she  had 
actual!}  used  her  influence  with  the  Comm?ndti  in  Chief  She 
said  she  had  done  so,  she  said  tha*  ^he  »ave  the  s'ipof  papei,  with 
the  names  of  the  parties,  to  the  Duke  ot  Yoik,  ob^-eiving  that  sue 
did  not  know  them,  but  that  she  was  to  iecei\e  a  pccumaiv  com- 
pliment It  appealed  tiom  the  evidence  of  l)i  Thynne  and  Mi. 
Knight,  U  at  a  slip  of  papei  of  this  descnption  had  been  given  hei, 
and  that  she  did  not  kiiow  the  pai  ties,  and  so  fai  bet  testimony  was 
completely  confumed  Claike  fuithei  said,  that  when  she 

piesented  the  papei,  his  Roval  Highness  had  said,  that  he  knew  the 
subject,  and  that  they  had  been  tiymg  at  it  foi  ^ome  time  This 
was  actually  the  case,  and  how  bhe  was  to  come  to  the  knowledge  of 
that  encumstance,  except  th1  ougb  the  Commandei  in  Chief,  he 
did  not  know  His  Ro\ al  Highness  had  sud  that  one  of  them  was 
a  bad  sub)eet,  and  it  actualh  appealed  fiom  the  papcis  on  the 
table  that  Colonel  Biooke  had  only  seived  as  a  Coinet  in  a  legi- 
men  t  of  Cavalry  foi  foui  months  and  out  of  the  twelve  yeais  he 
had  been  foi  se\en  \cais  upon  half  pay  Unless,  theiefoie,  there 
v/eie  paiticulaily  stiong  leason^  toi  giving  Colonel  Biooke  this  ad- 
jutage, it  ought  not  to  lave  been  done,  especially  when  it  was 
consuleied  that  he  would  thus  be  placed  m  a  situation  wheie  he 
might  have  to  command  a  cavah}  legiment — a  duty  of  great  difh- 
<  u!t\,  and  one  that  moid'iiaiy  cases  could  not  have  been  expected 
to  be  veiy  well  peitoimed  by  a  pe»son  who  had  only  seived  in  the 
cat?ah\  as  Coinet  for  the  sp^ce  of  four  months,  and  who  had  been 
foi  seven  ycais  out  of  twelve  on  h  »lf  pa\  T^Ti  s  Claike  said  that  sbe 
shewed  the  notes  to  the  Con.mat'du  m  Chief,  a  encumstance  that 
de.ivcd  prob?bdit>  tiom  hei  having  'ecenui  the  money  immedi- 
ately betoit  his  Rojal  Il'gl  ness  'eft  io»*  n  foi  \\  e>  mouth 

"  Poh"i  th.  ba  lei,  had  sa  d,  t'i  i  o.)  fhe  n  gh  th  it  the  Duke  of  Yo  k 
"  went  to  \W)  mo«  th,  >ut  n  t  *ch>ck  ?t  n.^h ,  \  e  wa>  sent  out  to  ge.,  a 
"  will  dunged ,  taat  tl  <.  Di  he  of  Yw\  \va>  \  it-  a  it  the  ua  e,  that  the 
"  witi.ts^  bJi  \ei  it  wis  a  b  II  o>  onelvindrel  pounds,  that  he  tnediogei 
u  the  D  !1  ch  ii  gid  a*  St  v.i,  %  m  Bond  Miett  t!  i  he  had  not  succeeded  , 
u  an  1  t  at  b  succeeded  at  Ldielduud  Bir'gcman  s,  the  cor  fit  iOiicrs,  m 
"  \\k  btieet  " 

He  admitted  that  <he  evidei  c_  of  Penson  wa<=  somewhat  u  n  fused 
)~le  seemed  to  hive  bec  n  miu\\!  en  when  he«a'd  t1  at  it  w<ts  at  ?>i  <dge- 
maifs^and  not  at  Stevens  s,  that  he'  got  the  note  changed  But  it 
thesarlfe  time,  hecettamly  appea  ed  to  have  spoken  what  was  tiue 
to  the  best  of  his  judgement,  and  with  the  excej  tion  ol  this  mistake, 
theio  was  ev*»i  v  icason  to  give  ciedit  to  hi  tesamonv  Mis  Clarke 
bad  said,  that  she  believed  that  theie  weie  ord)  two_or  thiee  days 

between 
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between  the  date  of  iht  exchange  and  the  application.  Doctor 
Thy nne  and  Mr  Knight  had  said  a  fortnight  ot  thiee  weeks,  and 
Mr  Knight  had  said  that  he  v>ent  thiee  times  for  the  Gazette. 
That  they  diffeied  so  far  was  cleat,  but  on  a  point  such  as  this,  which 
depended  so  much  upon  accuiacy  of  lecollection,  it  was  not  at  all 
sui  pi  jsmg  that  theie  shouU  be  such  a  ti  lflmg  vanation  It  was  ob- 
vious tnat  the^  bad  stated  it  as  a  Cc.se  that  lequned  dispatch,  and 
no  doubt  she  exeited  herself  to  effect  the  exchange  as  speedily  as 
possible,  foi  if  their  object  was  dispatch,  Ik  i  s  was  to  get  the  money 
which  she  might  lose  i*  the  affair  was  no'  hastened 

There  was  also  a  yauation  a^  to  the  vou  t  of  keeping  the  mattei 
seciet,  Mir  knrghr,  ho*\e*er,  must  have  been  t  '»r*>uaded  when  he 
gave  Mrs  Claike  the  two  bundled  noar  VK  ti'i'  the  exchange  had 
been  expedited  thiough  her  influence  \*,th  tl  e  i)uke  of  \  oik,  and 
consequently  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  must  h  *  c  known  it  If  Mis 
Claike  fheiefoiehad  desned  him  to  keep  Mie  mattei  secietfiom  the 
Duke  of  \  oik,  he  must  nave  thought  that  she  swindled  him  out  of 
the  two  hundred  pounds  for  it  was  only  \>\  anj  heation  to  hj!»Ro\al 
Highness  that  she  could  ^ftect  the  object  ji<  I  'heiefoie  Mi  Kni^i  t 
must  have  believed  that  the  Dukeot  lukw  4s  acquainted  v  ifh  the 
transaction.  Was  it  ci edible  upon  am  oMtei  suppo  itien  that  he 
would  have  given  hei  the  two  bundled  poMKio  >  That  Mi Cla^e 
lequned  seciec)  "i  tl'ce  tiansactjons  \  s  indeed  tiue,  awppeand 
from  the  e\idenceot  Mi  Com  and  ot'  a*  'I  he  icasons  foi  tp's 
•weie  ob\ious — but  it  was  impossible  horn  then  natme,  that  0  e 
Yuri  tlw«u  aeiyiccy,  nr  as  rrar^mca  The  knowledge  of 
the  Commander  in  Chic£  "i  he  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Ye» k  *<»  Mi  <». 
Clarke,  respecting  the  application  of  General  Oavenng  toi  i  regi- 
ment— alettei  wntten  with  agieat  deal  of  caution,  plowed  that  he^ 
was  accustomed  to  communicate  with  hei  on  these  subjects 

"  Clavermg  is  mistaken,  my  angel,  in  thinking  that  an>  new  regiments 
"  are  to  be  raised  ,  it  is  noHntended,  only  second  battalions ,  you  had  bet- 
"  ter  therefore  tell  him  so,  and  that  you  were  sure  there  would  be  no  use  mi 
"  applying  for  him  " 

You'ai  e  not  to  tell  th  e  quai '  e  fi  om  which  ynu  receive  the  infoi  m- 
ation,  no  Duke  ot  Yoik  is  to  be  mentioned  It  was  clear  from  this 
how  much  he  wished  to  keep  lus  name  ^eciet  with  lespect  to  the^e 
tiansaclions  but  aftei  such  letteis  as  this,  Mis  Claike  cou'd  u  >t 
be  in  hei  senses  d  she  had  expiessed  anv  fear  of  the  Duke  ot  Yoiks 
becoming  acquainted  with  these  applications  — "  You  would  do  this 
and  you  would  do  that,"  was  a  mode  of  expiession  which  cleai  ly 
manifested  the  Duke's  desne,  that  he  should  not  be  brought  foi- 
^aid,  and  on  that  account,  as  well  as  foi  othei  leasons,  Mrs 
Claike  might  be  anxious  tor  geneial  secresy  ,  but  it  was  absuid  to 
suppose  that  she  could  have  any  appiehensi^ns  fiom  whatevet 
knm\ ledge  the  Duke  of  Yoik  could  have  on  subjects,  which  she 
well  knew  he  \vas  aheady  acquainted  with. 

]3ui  tkeie  were  wntten  documents  on  the  table  of  the  Hoi  se, 
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which  spoke  as  strongly  on  this  point  a>  the  evidence  al  the  bar, 
Oo  the  memorandum  by  Messrs.  Cox  and  Greenwood,  of  B lore's 
sei  vices,  theie  were  pencil  marks,  first :  *'  C.  T.  Cannot  he  accedid 
to  ;  Ms  Royal  Ilighnesi  does  not  approve  of  the  exchange  proposed." 
This  statement  was  dated  on  the  1st  of  ju)y,  .but  in  a  short  time 
after, 'that  is,  on  the  23d  of  July,  another  pencilled  maik  was 
wade  on  the  statement,  Ju!y23x  1805  ;  his  Royal  Highness  dors 
vito  approve  of  this  exchange."    Colonel  Gordon  in  his  evidence 
seated,  that  the  words  "  not  acceded  loM  meant  nothing  more  than 
not  acceded  to  til!  the  necessary  inquiries  should  be  made;  and 
that  if  tl  e  pape>*  was  to  be  considei  ed,*he  should  piobably  ha\e  sa  d 
*o  ;  and  if  fuither  inuubies  should  be  necessary,  might  note,  "  t-o 
he  considered,  oi  piobably  cwrnoi  he  acceded  to     That  this  phra- 
seolo^v  might  be  understood  at  the  Horse  Guards,  he  admitted  ; 
but  that  it  could  be  understood  in  the  sense  aseiibed  to  it  by 
Colonel  Goiclon  any  where  else,  he  denied     Unless  it  was  to  be 
'contended  that  woids  ofdiiect  refusal  implied  only  consideration, 
it  was  impossible  to  assert  that  the  words  could  have  such  a  mean- 
ing in  gny  other  part  of  his  Majesty's  dominions  except  it  that 
spot  called  the  Horse  Guards.    But  as  if  it  had  been  thought  that 
the  words  "  cannot  be  acceded  to"  were  not  sufficiently  strong,  it 
was  added,  "  his  Royal  Highness  does  not  approve  of  the  exchange 
proposed.'    If  he  were  a  party  in  the  transaction,  he  certainly 
could  not  have  expected  any  further  inquiiy*  after  being  told  that 
the  proposal  could  not  be  acceded  to;  and  every  person  asking  a 
favour  inn1 1  have  trjiell  these  Wrds  as  a  complete  denial,  m 
another  document,  it  was  said,  that  the  services  of  Col.  Brooke 
could  not  but  be  favourably  considered.    But  the  services  of  Col. 
Brooke  weie  stated  in  the  paper  on  the  table,  where  it  appeared 
that  he  had  seived  four  months  as  a  Cornet  in  the  8th  Dragoons; 
and  that,  out  of  twelve  years  in  the  army,  he  had  been  seven  years 
on  half  pay.    But  Colonel  Gordon  assured  us,  that  the  request  was 
complied  with  on  the  ground  of  his  services.    These,  however, 
were  such  as  he  had  stated  ;  such  they  were  when  the  request  was 
refused  ;  and  such  they  were  when  it  was  granted.    Colonel  Gor- 
don did  not  recollect  any  peison  of  wdiom  he  had  made  inquiries 
after  the  refusal  ;  and  when  Gentlemen  recoliec  ed  what  admirable 
testimony  Colonel  Gordon  had  given  on  other  points  and  the  cor- 
rectness with  which  he  had  detailed  the  minutise  of  the  business  of 
his  office,  it  would  appear  lather  extraordinary  that  when  an  ex- 
change had  been  effected,  as  he  had  stated,  upon  inquiries  made 
by  him  in  his  official  capacity,  he  could  not  iccollect  one  word  of 
the  result  of  these  inquiiies,  nor  the  person  from  whom  the  infor- 
mation had  been  received.    He  would  ask  then  what  made  an 
Officer  eligible  for  the  command  of  a  regiment  ?— The  situation  of 
an  Officer  who  might  have  the  command  of  a  cavalry  regiment  was 
a  very  difficult  one,  and  required  considerable  expeiience  in  tha<r 
particular  service,  of  which  experience  Cob  Biooke  had  but  huh: 

Colonel 
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Colonel  Gordon  ha«l  said,  that  by  a  rule  of  tfe.e  Commander  in 
X3frief,  no  officer  eould  be  promoted  to  the  rank  of  afield  officer 
under  six  years  service;  an  excellent  rule,  and  highly  honourable 
to  the  Commander  in  Chief*,  and  one  which  would  have  been  of 
essential  advantage  to  the  army  if  adhered  to.  But  it  was  material 
to  observe,  that  if  the  seven  >ears,  during  which  this  Officer  had 
been  on  the  half-pay,  were  deducted  from  the  twelve,  (the 
whole  of  his  services,)  there  would  remain  but  five  j  and  to  select 
an  Officer  of  five  years  actual  service,  only  four  months  of 
which  he  had  served  in  the  cavalry,  for  the  command  of  a  regi- 
ment of  cavalry,  was  an  infringement  of  the  excellent  regu- 
lation of  the  Commander  in  Chief  It  might  be  argued,-  that  the 
event  bad  proved  that  Colonel  Brooke  was  well  north  y  of  the  situ- 
ation; that  might  be;  he  did  not  know  Colonel  Brooke,  but  pro- 
bably he  was  a  very  meritorious  Officer.  That,  however,  was 
nothing  at  ail  to  the  question,  for,  at  the  time,  Colonel  Gordon 
eould  have  had  no  ground  for  the  recommendation,  if  ever  he  did 
recomniend  hi  in,  about  which  he  appeared  somewhat  doubtful, 
fie  only  adverted  to  this  circumstance  to  shew  its  bearing  upon  the 
case,  as  it  went  to  shew  that  the  exchange  must  have  been  effected 
through  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  It  appealed  to  him  fuliy> 
clearly,  and  strongly  to  corroborate  that  fact ;  and  when  the  whole 
of  the  case  should  be  considered,  he  thought  it  impossible  that  an  7 
Gentleman  in  the  House  (ou,ld  he  of  any.  other  opinion.  That  was 
his  impression,  and  he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  trespass  further 
noon  the  time  of  the  House  respecting  that  case,  but  should  proceed 
"directly  to  bis  other  statements. 

CAPTAIN  MAILING'S  CASE.. 

,  Although  it  was  his  wish  to  have  withdrawn  this  case  at -the  time 
it  came  first  before  the  Committee,  he  was  very  glad  that  the 
Committee  had  not  thought  proper  to  accede  to  that  pioposition, 
for  he  now  conceived  it  to  be  a  case  as  interesting  to  the  Officers  of 
the  Army  as  any  other  whatever,  and  though  it  did  not  afford 
proofs  of  Corruption,  there  was  ample  room  for  censure.  It  was 
admitted,  that  at  the  time  of  his  promotion  there  were  a  great 
number  of  Officers  who  wishecLto  purchase,  and  many,  his  seniors, 
distinguished  for  long  and  meritorious  services  who  wished  to  be 
promoted.  .This  was  admitted  by  Colonel  Gordon;  and  itappeared 
that  the  only  reason  for  the  preference  given  to  Captain  Maling, 
w:as  his  unexceptionable  character  and  assiduity.  But  the  question 
vvas,  why  had  he  been  put  over  the  heads  of  so  many  other  officers 
of  acknowledged  ability  and  service  !  This  gentleman,  though  as- 
siduous and  of  an  unexceptionable  character,  had  never  been  out 
of  England  ;  and  he  would  ask;  whether  it  was  not  improper— *not 
to  say  corrupt — to  raise  him  over  the  heads  of  so  many  officers  oi 
Jong  and  paiiiful  service  ?  In  the  progress  of  the  investigation  upon 

#  Here  was  a  loud  cry  of  "  hear,  hear  !,J 

M  n  3  this, 
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tins  ease,  it  came  out  that  theie  was  another  Mahng  in  tbeofrke 
"with  Colonel  Gordon,  who  was  made  a  Captain  without  any  mili- 
tary service  at  all,  who  had  never  joined  any  regiment,  and  whose 
only  recommendation  washisassiduit}  undei  Colonel  Gordon  On 
that  ground  Colonel  Goidon  had  lecommended  him  as  a  fit  person 
to  be  placed  on  the  half  pay  of  a  Captain,  and  since  that  time  he 
had  been  on  full  pay,  to  the  exclusion  of  otheis  who  had  sei  ved  m 
all  quaiters  of  the  woild  —  Iheie  was  Act  of  Paihament  which 
piovkled  that  no  officer  who  had  evei  joined  any  legiment  should 
bejput  on  half  pay,  and  unless  thib  was  icpealed,  to  put  him  on  half 
pay  would  be  a  violation  of  the  law,  and  so  far  worse  than  having 
him  on  half  pay  That  the  Commandci  in  Gh.et  ought  to  have 
♦lie  powei  of  lewardiBg  extiaoichnai  v  meut  in  thi««  wa\,  he  was 
willing  to  allow  ,  but  unless  (he  powei  was  limited,  it  would  al- 
ways lead  to  couuption  and  mat  piatt'ccs  Bntish  Ofhceis  would 
uevei  lepme  at  piomotions  bestowed  fot  gallant  acts  in  the  field, 
they  would  lathei  teel  giatif*ed  on  «*u(h  occasions,  but  it  was  im- 
possible that  they  should  not  feel  thestiongct  dissatisfaction  at 
their  being  given  to  Gentlemen  in  Colonel  Guidon's  Office,  who 
had  nevei  perfoimed  any  ccivice  af  al1  Mi  Waidle  then  called 
the  House  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Goidon  himself,  m  order  to  shew 
the  bad  effects  of  the  entente  of  sin  h  an  unlimited  powei  m  the 
Commander  in  Chief  Colonel  Goi don's  -ervices  might  have  de- 
sened  a  leward,  but  he  would  not  no  so  far  as  to  <>a>,  he  ought  to 
have  been  lewarded  at  the  expeo?^  r*nd  to  the  m.iuiy  of  several 
hundred  desei  vmg  OfMceis  He  vw  ultf  not  go  so  tai  «is  tc  say,  thai 
he  ought  to  have  got  a  jegimenfc  in  piereieiKe  to  numerous  Bii- 
gadiei  Generals,  Colonels,  and  seii'o,  Lieutt nant  Colonels  He 
♦lid  not  think  he  dcseived  so  much,  and  now  tint  Gentleman  had 
had  time  to  lehVcton  these  mplds,  thtv  would  see  in  these  things 
a  great  abuse  of  a  powet  which  ou^ht  aot  ti,  be  vested  m  any  Com* 
uumdei  in  Chi^i  v>hate\ei 

60LONEL  FRLNCilS  LEVY 

The  next  case,  which  was  a  veiy  important  one,  was  Colonel 
French's  Levy — Mr  Wai die  here  uavea  bnef  surniraiyot  the 
evidence,  by  wlrch  he  consideied  the  case  to  ha\t  been  pioved 

*' Captain  Hudev  Sandon  had  stated  that  he  applied  to  Mrs  Clarke  i& 
u  procure  hei  influence  for  hmw  If  awd  Colonel  Fiench  in  this  Levy — that 
"  tiny  were  to  pty  hei  five  hundred  poii"d«s  upon  reeci\mg  the  letter  of 
"servive,  anJ  that  Mic  was  to  have  tw*  tnou^and  pounds  if  the  Levy  $uc- 

cecd'^l—  that  bh.  had  been  paid  s<  vci  <U  sums  m  the  pi  ogress  of  the  business- 
u  Mr  C$rn  stated,,  that  was  to  receive  two  hundred  pounds  for  intro- 
ducing them  to  Mrs  Clarke,  that  she  said  she  could  recommend  none 
"but  persons  of  character,  and  that  it  would  be  neccssun  for  them  to  go 
u  through  th«  regular  forms  at  the  W ai  Office ,  that  in  the  month  of  July 
**  i So 4,  she  hnd  desued  him  to  destioy  her  letters,  Dowler  spoke  to  the 
*  «i  «ra  ion  m  the  teims,  by  ^{ncb  ihf  nnmbu  of  botswaw  to  be  m- 
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**  creased,  and  by -Which  Mrs  Clarke  for  her  good  offices  was  to  rectltfe  a 
*'  guinea  per  man  Dowjer  had  also  stated,  that  lie  had  advised  her  not 
"  to  trouble  herself  with  matters  of  this  sort,  and  that  she  alledged  a3  the 
**  reason,  that  she  was  foiced  to  do  it  because  the  Duke  of  York  did  not 
"supply  her  wvh  money  for  her  establishment  Mi  Gumt,  the  agent  fgr  the 
*'  levy  said,  that  he  understood  that  itwaj>to  be  obtained  thiough  the  influence 
"  of  a  Mrs  Clarke,  who  wa»  to  be  pai  five  bund  ed  pounds  immediately 
'*  He  also  spoke  to  the  alteration  to  be  procured  through  Mrs  Clarke's  in. 
"  fluence,  and  to  the  loan" to  be  advanced  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik  upon  pay- 
<f  men  t  dt  the  an  ears.  Mrs  Claike  had  said,  thai  she  leceived  the  fivg 
"bundled  pounds  an'!  had  paid  them  to  Buikittthe  s'lveismith  foi  plate, 
*{and  the  remamdei  of  the  puce  of  the  plate  she  believed  to  have  been  paid 
M  by  the  Commander  in  Chief,  foi  he,  as  «hc  imagined,  had  told  her  s-> 
u  Miss  Taylor  stated,  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ^aid  to  Mis  Claike  n  her 
u  presence,  4  1  am  continually  worried  by  Colonel  I  tench— -he  wonies  me 
s<  continually  about  the  lev  >  business,  and  is  always  wanting  something 
44  more  m  his  own  favour — how  does  he  beh-ut  to-  you  daihng?'  To 
"  which  M  s  Chuke  lep'ud  *  middling,  not  veiv  wt  11  upon  winch  the 
u  Duke  of  Yoik  ta.d,  (  master  Fiench  ma^t  mind  what  he  is  about,  or  I 
4  shal1  cut  up  him  and  his  levy  too  ,* — b  lis  wett  aUo  drawn  on  the  Duke 
*'  of  York  ielative  to  this  busmcss,  and  liquidated  by  his  checks  tfnon. 
u  CouttsS  house  '» 

From  all  these  corroboiatirr*  circumstances  it  must  be  admjttedv 
that  Mrs  Claike  had  lece'ved  from  these  pat  ties,  a  pecumaiy  ie* 
waid  foi  her  influence  with  the  Duke  of  Yck,  and  that  sums  had 
been  advanced  bet  from  the  lmpie^sion  that  she  had  exerted  that 
influence  with  eftect  1  he  iie\t  point  was,  whether  she  actually 
had  that  influence  to  which  she  pietended.  Captain  Sandon  said, 
that  ht  had  been  fifty  tubes  with  het  upon  this  business,  and  she 
slid  that  she  was  teamed  to  death  by  him  and  Colonel  Fiench  upon 
*his  subject,  and  that  she  gave  then  notes  unopened  to  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  If  appealed  that  they  had  paid  hei  seventeen  hundred 
pounds  in  small  sums  in  the  couise  of  the  ttamaction,  which  they 
would  nevei  have  done  had  they  not  been  fully  convinced  that  she 
actually  possessed  the  influence  ovei  the  Duke  of  York's  mind  to 
which  she  pretended 

Mr.  Wat  die  then  adveited  to  the  letters  of  Mrs.  Clarke  to  Cap- 
tarn  Sandon,  which  he  contended  affoided  several  proofs  of  her 
influence  \uthhis  Royal  Highness.  She  said  in  No  28,  "  I  gave 
the  papets  to  his  Royal  Highness,  he  lead  them  while  with  me, 
said,  he  still  thought  men  high,  but  that  an  answer  would  be  left 
at  his  office  in  the  way  of  busintss  I  told  him  if  any  was  appointed, 
to  give  the  Colonel  the  preference — bum  this  as  soon  as  read — I 
do  not  comprehend  exactly  what  you  mean  by  fir**  other  things,  I 
$o  not  think  it  possible"  In  this  letter,  Mis  Clarke  stated  what 
sjie  had  done  with  the  papers,  the  Duke's  remaik  upon  them,  and 
his  pointing  out  where  Captain:  Sandon  would  receive  an  answei, 
She  knew,  it  appeared,  as  much  of  official  tegulanty  as  Colonel 
Gordon*  by  dnectjng  Captain  Sandon  to  go  to  the  Horse  Guai  da 
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for  his  answer    It  was  ^impossible  Mis  Clarice  could  have  made 
such  communications  to  Captain  Sandon,  unless  she  actually  pos- 
sessed the  influence  over  the  Duke  of  Yoik  winch  the  parties  be- 
lieved hei  to  enjoy     In  anothei  lettei,  No  31,  shesavs,  "  I  hope 
you  will  attend  the  Duke  to  day,  as  Clinton  leaves  him  on  Thuis- 
day,  and  he  has  all  the  wiitings  foi  you  m  hand  ,  he  will  not  leave 
his  office  till  six.    I  shall  be  «!ad  ot  one  bundled  guineas  it  possi- 
ble this  week  "    Here  she  said,  that  Clinton  was  to  leave  the  Duke 
on  a  paiticulai  da) — that  he  had  all  the  papeis  m  his  hands,  and 
that  the  Duke  would  not  lea/e  the  office  till  six     She  wished  to 
send  Captain  Sandon  to  the  Office  to  attend  the  Duke     How  could 
she  liave  known  these  cucumstanccs  about  Chjti ton,  and  the  seve- 
ral othei  matteis,  unless  she  had  a  dnect  communication  with  the 
office  and  the  Commander  m  Chief    In  No  39,  she  said,  "  I  am 
told  an  answer  is  left  out  ioi  Col  mel  Fiench,  at  the  office,  and 
that  now  he  has  diopped  ihiee  guineas  per  man  '    This  was  ano- 
ther pioof  of  the  tact  which  he  had  stated     In  No  11,  she  said, 
**  You  aie  to  have  the  bounty  that  Pitt  is  to  give  to  the  line,  so  that 
every  thing  goe,s  on  well     I  told  him  that  I  shoi Id  see  jou  at 
Vauxhallon  Monday"    In  No  8,  she  <-a'd,  "  The  Duke  told  me 
this  morning  you  must  get  on  taste t  \Nithyoui  men — he  has  wntten 
to  tov,n  for  that  purpose— -you  had  beitei  ^end  me  the  e\ac£  num- 
bei  of  all  you  have  sent,  and  I  will  show  ±t  him  '    Ileie  she  called 
foi  documents  as  an  agent  to  ti  msmit  them  to  the  Command'1]  in 
Chief    Could  anyone,  after  attending  to  the  statei  lents  m  the«e 
letteis,  reall}  peisuade  hinre't  that  sne  could  possibly  have  done 
all  this  without  a  commup  cation  on  the  subject  with  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  >    In  No  jO  she  said,  "  she  thought  it  best  that 
Sandon  should  not  come 'o  Let  hox  that  evening,  as  Gieenuoc  d 
was  to  beat  the  theitie  wth  tne  Duke,  and  it  he  ^aw  hei  and  San- 
don togethei  he  might  say  something  about  the  levy  bussreevs,  an  I 
hurt  then  future  mteie^ts  "    In  hei  evidence  she  stated,  that  if  she 
and  Sandon  weie  seen  togethei  it  might  occasion  a  suspicion  about 
then  connection  in  the  levy  business  that  might  be  injunous  to 
them     This  appiehension  was  veiy  leasouable,  because  if  any 
such  suspicion  suould  anse  m  Greenwood's  mind,  he  might  state 
it  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  who  might  find  himself  obliged  to  put  an 
end  to  the  levy,  or  place  himself  in  a  very  unpleasant  predica- 
ment   In  No.  6,  she  said,  "  He  will  do  it,  so  let  the  proposals  be 
sent  m  by  when  he  gets  to  town,  which  will  be  as  soon  as  jou  get 
this,  foi  one  thousand  at  first     The  Duke  of  Cambridge  has  al- 
ready fowl  thousand     You  Inve  not  any  occasion  to  be  very  paiti* 
cular  as  to  then  being  Piotestants,  for  I  do  not  think  it  of  any  con- 
sequence to  dim  >'    I  think  )ou  had  bettei  attend  him  on  Tuesday 
to  ask  his  opinion  of  the  papeis  sent  in  on  Satuiday,  as  I  told  him 
I  had  seen  the  proposals  which  )ou  intended  to  alter  and  leave  that 
evening"    This  letter  lelated  to  the  Geiman  levy,  and  it  was  ra- 
ther extiaoiclmary,  that  of  the  documents  on  the  table,  none  could 

be 
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be  found  that  referied  to  that  transaction  Though  there  wdre  no 
ofhcial  documents  to  shew  by  what  authoiity  Colonel  Fienrh  un- 
dertook to  raise  men  m  Germany,  certain  it  was,  and  he  could 
piove  it,  that  he  had  sent  leciuitmg  paities  to  that  country.  It 
therefoie  no  official  authoutv  foi  doim>  so  could  be  shewn,  and  it 
could  be  proved  rhat  he  actuallv  did  this,  then  it  was  clear  he  did 
it  on  the  authonty  of  Mrs  Claike  alone,  or  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik 
thiough  her,  as  directed  m^his  lettei  By  this  it  was  seen  that 
Mrs  Clarke  examined  proposals  foi  ?aising  one  thousand  nren  in 
Gei many,  and  made  a  lepoit  theieon  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  acting, 
in  this  instance,  in  the  capacity  of  Commandei  m  Chief  heiself. 
It  was  also  cleai,  that  she  had  done  so  fiom  this  circumstance, 
that  she  desned  Sandon  to  wait  upon  the  Du\eofYork  to  talk 
ovei  these  very  altciations  She  repiesents  hei  self  as  having  sug- 
ge^cd  to  him,  which  she  would  not  ha*  c  done  unless  she  had  leally 
held  such  a  convenation  The  ne\t  lettej  (No  lb)9  stated,  th-at 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  was  "  vei  v  angry  with  vou  (Fandon\  for  when 
he  Ja*t  saw  you,  jou  piorm^ed  him  thiee  hundred  foieigneis,  and 
yon  have  not  produced  one  O  ves,  Mi  Sandon  is  a  pretty  fellow 
to  fltf  end  on"  This  was  a  positive  pi  oof  that  the  German  i  eci  ult- 
imo was  earned  on  with  the  knowledge  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  It 
was  also  a  pi  oof  of  Mis  Claike's  knowledge  of  the  pioposals  made 
by  Sandon  to  the  Commander  m  Chief,  which  she  must  have  been 
made  acquaintecHvith  by  his  Royal  Highness  Aftei  these  letters, 
m  addition  to  the  exideucz  hexud  at  the  Bai,  there  could  be  na 
doubt  ou  the  mmd  of  am  oi*e  that  Mis  Claike  posseted  influence 
ovei  the  Commandei  in  Chief,  and  used  it  on  thic  occasion. 

The  next  point  to  be  examined  v  as,  whether  the  Commander  in 
Chief  knew  of  Mn.  Claike's  leceivms;  pecuniary  ccnsideiation  for 
the  use  of  her  influence  Mis  Claike  asserts  that  she  told  him, 
but  he  would  suppose  that  such  was  not  the  case  Fo»  a  long  time 
applications  without  end  weie  made,  and  he  would  ask,  was  it  pos- 
sible fot  his  Ro}al  Highness  to  assign  any  othei  icason  for  hei  Con- 
tinued exei  tion  and  intei  ft i  ence,  but  that  she  j  eceived  a  pecuniaiy 
lewaid  foi  her  labouis  lie  would  have  asked  hei  why  she  m- 
mteiested  heiself  so  much  foi  Colonel  Fiench s  lev^,  and  what 
were  hei  mottve>  foi  wishing  so  eai neatly  t(*piocuie  all  thealteia- 
tions  lequned  Yv  hut  answei  could  she  ha\e  given  to  such  mter- 
logations  but  the  tine  one,  that  ^he  leceivcd  mone}  foi  hei  influ- 
ence If  she  said  if  was  I  ei  fi  lendship  for  the  pai  ties  that  induced 
her  thus  waimly  to  e^pou  e  then  cause,  such  a  dechiation  would 
not  have  been \e;  v  sah^j^o?  v  to  the  DukeofYoiJ*  Fiom  this 
he  mfeired,  that  his  Ko\al  LJii>hness  must  ha\e  made  such  an  en- 
qnuv,  and  would  have  b'pn  satisfied  With  no  answei  but  the  hue 
one,  that  a  benefic  ial  i  oiwideiation  was  paid  to  Mis  Claike  foi 
her  sei vires  Mow^  wa-  tent  to  hei  foi  this  tiansaction  a<"  all 
Ume<»  without  (o\>i '  ,iJii){*nt  01  u^c've,  and  i.ot  at  all  as  it  would 
have  been,  had  Mi  iUi^z  Win  <$t  j»,d  <>t  incoming  to  the  know- 
ledge 
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ledge  of  the  Duke  of  Yoj  k.  It  also  appeared  ft  om  the  e\  idence  of 
Mrs,  Claike  and  Mi.  Dowlei,  that  a  loan  of  five  thousand  pounds 
was  negotiated  for  hb  Ro\al  Highness  himself,  which  had  not 
much  the  appearance  of  a  wish  to  conceal  thcee  thin«s  fi om  him 

Anothei  point  was  the  establishment  m  Glouccstei  Place,  which 
lie  hoped  would  be  kept  in  view  thiough  every  pait  of  the  discus- 
sion Without  some  such  method  as  this  for  piocnring  monc}, 
bis  Ro}al  Highness  must  have  kno\Mi  that  Mis  Claike  could  not 
bave  «.uppoi  ted  hei  establishment  Then  theiewas  the  evidence 
of  Miss  Tayloi,  as  to  his  knowledge  that  Mis  Claike  derived  pe- 
cuniae advantage  fiom  this  lev)  "  How  does  I^ench  beha\c  to 
you,  Darling,"  weie  his  woids,  and  v\hen  Mis  Clatke  suid, 
*'  middling — not  very  veil,"  heobsei\ed,  **  >la<>{:er  Fiench  had 
better  mmd  what  he  is  about,  01  1  shall  cut  up  him,  and  his  levy 
?oo  i"  Now,  aftei  this  evidence,  it  is  ceitainlv  put  beyond  a  doubt, 
thathisRoval  Highness  had  a  knowledge  of  these  pccuniaiy  tiam- 
actions,  toi  if  tbeie  can  be  one  thing  moie  natural  th<jn  anothei  — 
if  any  one  thing  can  be  moie  conclusive  than  anothei,  it  is  this, 
that  even  unsuppoind  by  othei  testimony  it  is  sttong,  but  sup- 
ported as  it  is,  it  is  mcontiovei  tible  and  niesistible 

In  conoboration  of  his  Roval  Highness's  possessing  a  knowledae 
of  the  pecumaiy  emoluments  deined  bv  M»6  Claike  f»ctn  the 
Levy,  the  Honoui able  Membei  adduced  the  case  of  Majoi  Tonvn, 
wheie  it  was  in  evidence  by  Captain  Sandon  and  Mj  Jiant,  that 
^ve  bundled  pounds  weie,  on  account  of  that^m^^  U  w 
paid  toMi§  Claike  by  Mr  Dowlei,  that  be  saw  the  monev,  paid , 
and  by  the  peisons  belonging  to  the  house  cf  Mr  Bukett,  that 
about  the  same  period  fivehundied  pounds,  pait  of  the  amount  of 
a  seivice  of  plate,  bad  been  paid  by  Mis  Claire,  and  the  balance 
by  the  DukeofYoik's  own  notes  This  ciicumstance,  he  con- 
ceived, was  conclusive  as  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  knowledge  of  the 
transaction.  His  Royal  Highness  must,  fiom  his  gi anting  bills 
only  for  the  balance,  bave  known  that  the  five  bundled  pounds, 
had  been  paid  by  her,  he  must  also  have  known  that  he  himself 
bad  not  given  bei  money  to  enable  hei  to  pay  this  fi\e  bundled 
pounds*  Vvhat  was  moie  natuial,  theietoie,  01  did  it  pot  lathei 
follow  as  a  necessan  resequence,  that  be  should  bave  asked  hei, 
bad  be  been  lgnoiantol  the  tiansa^hoo,  whe<e,  and  in  what  man- 
Hei  she  procured  the  money  to  pay  tms  fuel  »uidied  pounds,  to 
account  of  a  service  of  plate  for  the  balance  ^f  wbH)  he  gi  anted 
bis  own  notes  lie  confessed,  that,  with  the  full  exeicise  of  all 
due  charity  on  the  occas«on,  he  could  not  conceive  his  Roval 
Highness  to  be  iguoiart  eithei  of  the  one  tiapsacti^n  01  of  the 
other.  That  a  paiti^alar  accorijnodut'oM  was  meant  tot  an  undue 
exeicise  of  a  light  of  patioiiage,  he  conceived  the  piopo^td  loan  of 
five  thousand  pounds  by  Colonel  Fie.uh,  afloideda  coi  loborative 
proof.  Mis  Claike,  mini  evidence,  <»ta<e 4,  that  application  bad 
been  made  at  the  o&vCs,  but  that  d  did  i««/t  succeed.    Mi  Gun 
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sa*c\  that  Colonel  Fiench  had  applied  to  him  to  advance  the  Ioae, 
and,  in  this  he  w*,  conoboiated  by  Mrs  Clatke  The  Duke  of 
link,  m  his  letteis,  stated,  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  any  trans- 
action of  the  kind,  yet,  on  this  subject,  theie  must  have  been  a 
communication  with  him,  and,  if  it  had  been  earned  on,  he  must 
have  been  a  principal  paity  in  it,  -  If  the  loan  had  been  negociated, 
it  was  u  have  been  done  on  piopei  seeuiity  To  such  seeuiity  the 
i/uke  of  Yoik  himself  must  have  been  a  part}',  it  being  obvious 
that  the  security  of  Mis  Claike  could  not  have  been  received; 
anu,  theiefote,  hi*  Royal  Highness  must  h'mself  have  appeared. 

He  should  next  say  a  woid  01  two  about  official  papers,  which 
appeared  to  be  much  i el ied  on  upon  the  othei  side.  After  the 
thin»  was  settled  with  Mis  Claike,  theie  was,  to  besuie,  a  regular 
official  application  made  by  Colonel  French  at  the  Wai-OfHce. 
The  apphcati  >n  was  acceded  to,  and  the  letter  of  seivice  granted 
on  the  30th  of  Ap.il  804  The  tdms  upon  which  the  letter  of 
seivice  was  granted  weie,  that  5000  men  weie  to  be  raised  in  thir- 
teen months,  with  a  powei  to  discontinue  the  levy,  if  4000  men 
weie  not  raised  in  nine  months  ,  and  yet,  nothwithstandmg  the 
trims  of  this  letter  of  sei  vice,  aftci  the  levy  had  been  cntnely  un- 
successful, it  appealed  a  most  favourite  corps  j  and,  in  the  general 
i emulation  about  subsistence,  Colonel  Fiench  was  i  (formed,  that 
his  corps  was  to  bean  exception  On  the  7th  of  Maich  1805* 
when  it  had  been  nine  month  m  opeiaLoo,  so  fai  from  pioducing 
the  4000  men  that  weie  spoken  of  m  the  official  lettf  r  of  seivice, 
it  had  not  laisecl  200  men ,  and  >ef,  instead  of  its  being  discontinued, 
accoiding  to  the  powei  le^en  ed  in  the  letter  of  service,  farther 
indulgences  wete  gianted  to  it  and  tbebount^  was  then  raised.  On 
the  r>th  of  Januarv  1805,  Colonel  Fiench,  instead  of  expressing 
am  disanointment  at  the  failuie  of  the  lew,  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Duke  ofYotk,  complak-iinsr  mo^t  severelv  of  the  conduct  of  Bri- 
gadier-General Tavloi  m  obstuictmg  his  levy  m  Ireland,  and  shew. 
in»  even  possible  ho*t'ht\  to  it  Colonel  Goidon,  upon  this  letter, 
immediately  <uote  ovet  to  "Mi  Knkman,  complaining  of  the  con- 
diut  ofGeneial  T-nloi,  The  Deputy  In«i  ector-GeneiaL  Mr. 
Knkman,  in  hisanswei,  vindicated  the  conduct  of  General  Taylor 
and  inclosed  a  detailed  account  which  was  given  b^  that  General, 
which  was  woith\  the  most  seiious  attention  of  the  House  After 
statins  a  number  of  direct  and  serious  charges  against  the  levy  and 
the  Officer  employed  in  it,  it  is  duectU  stated  that  it  had  been 
managed  m  «Uch  a  man^ei  that  c\*»»y  man  that  was  raised  coast  the 
Countiv  J50l  ,  that  the  boun*\  amounted  to  little  more  than  two 
guineas"*  man  flora  Colonel  Fiench,  as  almost  all  that  were  raised 
weie  made  Seijeants  oi  Corpoials,  that  as  soon  as  the  harvest  was 
leaped,  no  mo  e  exeition  was  to  be  expected  in  getting  men,  that, 
in  fa,ct  then?  was  no  chance  of  getting  moie,  as  Colonel  French 
only  gave  eleven  guineas  bounty  for  pi  nates,  wheiea^  sixteen  was 
the  common  bounty  gi\en  b)  others.   At  the  time  that  Colonel 
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Fiench  ventured  to  v\ntesuch  a  letter  to  the  Commands  mChn  f? 
he  must  have  know  n,  that  by  the  letter  of  serv  ice  theie  was  a  power 
of  completely  discontinuing  the  levy,  as,  instead  of  pioducing  the 
4000  men  that  he  had  undei  taken  to  get  by  that  time,  he  had  Rot 
got  even  200  it  would  natuially  be  asked,  how  could  the  influ«% 
ence  of  Mrs  Clatke,  oi  if  am  human  being,  have  pieva.led'upon 
the  DukeofYoik  in  favoui  of  this  levy,  aftei  he  had  received  this 
long  and  official  detail  of  then  vile  and  abominable  4iansactson^ 
mentioned  in  that  Repoit?  People  might  well  ask,  how  could  the 
Duke  of  Yoik,  knowing  as  he  must  have  known,  aftei  reading  tins 
Report,  what  abominable  acts  wcie  done  undoi  thi>  lettei  ofsemce, 
have  avoided  putting  an  immediate  stop  to  it  >  By  what  influence 
was  he  induced  to  let  a  svstem  go  on,  w  hich  was  m  duect  opposition 
to  the  verv  teims  of  the  letter  of  seivice  >  The  levy  wa*,  ho  \evei, 
allowed  to  go  on  after  tin's  statement  had  been  iecei\ed  ,  and  all 
the  effect  that  it  had,  wa*  to  cause  a  gentle  hint  to  be  gi\  en  to  Colo- 
nel Fiench,  that  he  must cndeavoui  to  get  more  men  As  to  the 
representations  of  Geneial  Taylor  and  Mi  Knkman,  the\  were 
only  noticed  b\  a  letter  in  a  veiy  diffeient  tone  fiom  Colonel  Gor- 
don Th's  lettei  was  dated  the  20th  of  Febiuai),  1805,  and  stated, 
**  that  a  prematuie  judgement  had  been  formed  on  the  piobable  suc- 
cess of  Colonel  Funch's  levy,  and  that  the  teims  of  his  lettei  of 
sei  vice  vveie  not  alowed  him  "  When  he  heaid  tlu  t  an  Ofhcei  who 
made  a  faithful  leport  of  the  tiansactions  undei  his  inspection, 
received,  instead  of  thanks,  something  which  iathei  resembled  a 
repnmand,  he  could  not  avoid  raying,  O'  that  such  things  as  this 
should  have  «o.long  existed  in  this  countiy  '  Although  it  had  been 
gentlv  hinted  to  Colonel  Fiench  and  to  Captain  Sandon,  that  un- 
less moie  men  weie  proctnred,  the  levy  must  be  discontinued  on 
the  1st  of  Apnl,  yet,  in  point  of  fact,  theie  appealed  no  intention 
of  discontinuing  it  at  all,  f  until  Geneial  VVhitelocke  wrote  a  leUu 
to  Colonel  Goidon  on  the  sub  ect.  dated  14th  of  April,  180") 
This  letter  mentioned  "  the  few  men  who  weie  got  under  the  levv3 
being  but  two  hundied  and  nineteen  in  twelve  months,  the  dis 
graceful  conduct  of  the  Noncommissioned  offic  eis,  and  the  expence 
incuned  by  it  It  theiefore  lecommended  the  discontiritience  of 
the  le"vy,  which  was  «o  buidensomc  and  so  unproductive1'  In  tlm 
letter  of  Geneial  VVhitelocke^  was  inclosed  a  lettei  ttom  Colonel 
Robinson,  thelnspectoi-Geneial  of  theReci  uiting  Service,  m  Lon- 
don, who  madea  foi  mal  complaint  against  the  whole  of  the  temporary 
Seijeants  of  Colonel  Fienchs  lev},  whose  conduct  was  in  e\er\  re- 
spect so  infamous  and  disgiaceful,  that  he  could  not  too  stionglv 
urge  then  being  chschaiged,  or  at  least  sent  out  of  the  London  di^ 
tuct  In  addition  to  a  vanety  of  cume^and  n  legulat lties,  they 
v*eie  actively  employed  in  crimping  for  other  coips,  and  particu- 
larly foi  the  Additional  Fotce  The  impositions  tiat.sacted  upon 
the  public  by  them,  weie  sivch  as  to  call  loudly  forrediess,  and 
he  thought  the  severest  punishment  which  could  be  inflicted  4ipou 

them 


f    3U  ) 


ihe^i  was,  that  they  shouhj  be  depuved  of  th£ir  pay  and  emolu- 
ments a.£  Serjeants  Although  ^tne  lemonstiances  from  Ireland,' 
respecting  the  abominable  transactions  earned  on  theie  by  this 
levy,  did  not  succeed  in  getting  it  discontinued  ,  }et,  after  this 
letter  fi o'm  Geueiat  Whrtelocke,  inclosing  so  stiong  a  complaint 
from  the  Inspector  of  Reciuit*  m  London,  it  became  necessaiy  to 
stop  a  levy  which  was  evidenth  doing  a  gieat  deal  of  mischief,  but 
which  got  no  men  -In  putting  a  stop,  howevei,  to  this  levy* 
veiy  mjld  and  gentle  language  v\as  used  by  the  Duke  of-Yoik.  In- 
stead ofe^piessmg  his  stiong  di~ pleasure  at  the  way  it  was  con- 
ducted, he  only  mentioned  that  it  was  not  by  any  means  so  pro* 
ductive  as  might  have  been  expected  Could  any  man  on  eaith 
believe  that  this  extiaordinaiy  mildness  to  a  body  who  had  so 
giosslv  misconducted  themselves  could  be  ow^tig  to  any  thing  eke, 
but  that  this  body  of  men  was  supposed  to  be  under  the  especial 
pic^ection  of  the  Duke's  mistress  >  He  would  ask  was  theie  a  man 
in  the  countn,  or  at  least  was  there  a  solchei  who  had  sei  ved,  that 
could  suppose  that  such  language  was  propel,  when  such  shamelul, 
such  disgiacefpl  tiansactions  had  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Commander  m  Chief  >  No,  this  levy  ought  to  have  been  dis- 
missed with  that  disgrace*  which  then  conduct  deceived  Who 
would  have  supposed,  that  after  the  Commandet  in  Chief  had  or- 
dered the  levy  to  be  discontinued,  those  men  would  have  continued 
to  write  to  him  a«dm  upon  the  subject  ?  Nevertheless,  in  foui  or 
five  da}s  aftei,  they  did  write*  and  propose  other  modifications  of 
the  lettei  of  service,  they  seemed  to  think  that  they  had  a  n^ht  to 
apply  for  any  thing  This  lettei  received  a  veiy  mild  answei  horn 
Colonel  Goidon,  merely  informing  them  "  that  his  Roval  High- 
ness could  not  give  any  faithei  encouiagement  to  the  prosecution 
or  a  levy  which  had  turned  out  so  unpioductive  to  the  service" 
Considering  these  documents,  he  could  no*  have  a  doubt  in  his 
mind,  but  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  gave  encouiagement  to  this  levy,* 
at  a  time  that  he  knew  it  to  be  unpioductive  of  any  advantage  to 
the  countiy,  and  in  the  highest  degiee  bmthensome  and  oppressive 
The  levy,  howevei,  was  pationised  by  bis  mistiess,  it  put  money 
into  her  pocket  Although  it  appealed,  on  a  calculation,  that  for 
eveiy  guinea  which  Mis,  Claike  gamed  by  it,  the  country  lost 
eighty  guineas  A  moie  destiuctive  system  than  thisVas  ceitainly 
never  pel  hutted  to  exist  If,  alter  the  evidence  which  had  been 
given  on  tljis  part  of  !the  case,  any  Membei  of  the  House  could  say 
that  the' Duke  of  Yoik  ,was  not  convicted  of  beiag  dnectly  a  pafty 
to  this  transaction,  he  could  not  conceive  that  theie  wab.  any  evi- 
dence upon  eaith  \vhich  could  convince  such  a  person. 

MAJOR  TONYN'SCASE. 

The^Hbhonrable  Member  next  proceeded  to  the  case  of  Ma^oc 
Tonyn 
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«  Captain  Sandon  bad  stated  the  agreement  to  pay  Mrs  Claijce  five  hmt~' 
"  dred  pounds  on  Captain  Tonya's  'promotion  to  a  Majouty  being  Ga- 
«  zetttd.and  Donovan  produced  a  memoiandum  of  that  sum  having  been 
*'  lodged  in  the  hands  of  a  Ranker.    Captain  Sandon  stated  that  Captain 
i(  Tonvn  began  to  be  out  of  humour  on  account  of  the  defa},  and  to 
«  threaten  to  take  back  his  money     Hecommumcated  his  dissatisfaction  to 
"Mis  Ciarkt,  who  called  bun  a  shabby  fellow,  and  that  he  tud^beltu 
'"wait     That  he  consented  to  wait  for  a  week  or  two  longei  Captain 
«  Sandon  repoited  this  to  Mrs  Clarke,  and  Majoi  Tonyn  was  Gazetted 
"  on  the  Saturday  or  Tuesday  following     Mr*  CUike's  evidence  went  to 
«*  this,  that  she  recommended  Ma,or  Tonyn  to  the  Commander  in  Chief/ 
«  that  he  wa^  promoted  through  her  means,  and  that  she  leceiyed  the 
"  hundred  pounds  on  that  account     In  thu>  she  was  couoborated  by  San- 
«  don,  who  proved  that  the  money  waspa.d,  and  Major  Tonyn  promoted 
"  Also  that  he  had  shewn  to  Major  louyn,  a  note  horn  the  Duke  of 
"  YoLk,  by  which  he  was  induced,  to  wait     The  Honourable  Member  then 
«  proceeded  to  read  the  written  evidence  on  this  point,  consisting  pnnci- 
«  pally -of  letters  from  Mis  Clarke  to  Sandon     in  one  she  stated,  that  she 
«  had  mentioned  Tonyn  to  the  Diike,  and  that  he  was  perfectly  agieeable. 
«  In  anoihti,  that  ihe  Duke  told  hei,  he  was  so  busy  with  the  revitws  on' 
"  the  Coast,  that  Major  Tonyn  could  not  be  made  for  a  month  He 
"  actuallv  was  not  made  fpt  upwards  of  thiee  \veeks,  at  d  the  leviews  of 
**  the  Coast  weie  going  on  at  that  time    In  another,  she  tells  Captain 
"  Sandon  that  neither  General  Tonyn  nor  his  son  have  any  influence  with 
"  the  Duke     That  his  Ro\al  Highness  had  ordered  the  Major  to  be  Ga- 
"  zetted,  but  that  it  was  entirely  owing  to  hei  *     The  Ruke  ajsp  told  her 
«  or  other  applications-  which  weie  making  at  the  <*ametiroe,  which  she  ier 
"  lated  and  whxh  shewed,  as  the  Honouiable  Gentleman  argued,  that, 
"  she  had  dad?  communications  on  mihtaiy  subjects  with  the  Commander 
"  in  Chief    From  another  tetter  it  appealed  that  jhere  was  some  objection 
"  to  Tcnyn'S  appointment    There  was  no  doubt  a  regulai  official  recom- 
"mendatjon,  but  this  was  a  enewmstance,  of  which,  at  all  times,  Mrs 
«  Clarke  was  perfectly  aware    vSbe  said  she  told  the  Commander  m  Chief 
"  she  wa<*  to  have  a  pecuniary  cons  deration     bandoti  states,  that  Tonyn 
"  was  Gazetted  on  the  Tuesday  following  and  it  was  hardly  possible  to 
"  figure  that  it  was  not  through  her  means  '» 

There  was  not  tolus  (Colonel  WaidleY)  mind  a  mot  e  com  memg 
proof tban  the  few  woids  contained  vn  the  note  addi  essed  to  Geoi<>e 
Fainubar,  Esq.  of  the  pmity  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  to  the  whole 
1 1  ansaction.  it  had  beer  sti  ongly  urged  that  Mrs  -  C  lat  ke  had  foi  ged 
this  note,,  bat,  it  this  had  been  the  case,  she  could  neret  ha*e 
thouiht  of  unnecessarily  involving  hetseif  by  dnecting;to  Geoige 
Farquhar  a  note  to  be  shewn  to  Majoi  Tonyn  Be  coukl  know  no- 
thing of  the  name  of  Geoige  Fatquhat  It  would  have  been  moie 
natmal,  when  written  for  the  express  pnipose  of  convincing  M%er 
Ton\n,  that  she  had  some  powei  ovei  the  Duke^of  York,  that  the 
card  should  have  been  addiessed  to  herself  The  cucumstance, 
however,  of  its  being  addressed  to  George  Faiquhar,  m(ust  commce 
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say  man  that  it  was  the  Commander  in  Chiefs  own  writing  It 
was  to  be-obseivecl,  if  Captain  JSandon  was,  if  not  hostile  to  the 
present  enquay,  at  least  not  friendly  to  it  but  Mrs  Claikedidnot 
seem  to'haye  been  at  all  cautious  as  to  the  entrusting  this  note  to 
Captain  Sandon,  which  she  would  assuredly  not  have  dons  had  it 
been  a  forgery.  How  then  could  she  have  induced'  the  Commander 
in  Chief  tq  wiite  such  a  note  as  tins,  but  by  the  very  statement, 
that  his lipt  doing  so  would  occasion  to  hei  a  loss  of  five  hundicd 
pounds,  as  without  such  a  note  she  could  not  deter  Majoi  Tonyn 
iiom  withdiawingr  out  of  his  baokei  s,  the  fne  hundred  pounds 
A)ihipWie?had  placed""  thei  e,  to  be  paid  o\ei  to  hei,  on  being  Oa- 
^etteds  *This  was  the  ft>e< hundred  pounds  to  wh^ch  he  had  before 
alladed,«  as  being  paid  over  by  Mrs.  (JJarke  to  Bukett,  inj>art  pay- 
ment of  a  se\  vice  of  plate,  the  balance  of  which  was  settled  by  bills 
et  his  Uoyal  Hjgfooess. 

COLONEL  stfAW's  CASE. 

Ifhe  next  case  was  that  of  "Colonel  Shaw,  in  whose  behalf  an.  ap- 
plication thad  been*  made  to  Mis.  Clarice  toprocuie  him  an  appamc- 
anent  on  t^ie  Staff 

•*  Mft9?fclar&ers  evidence  went  to  th  s,  that  she  did  recommend  Colonel 
»*  ^h^wlto,t|iea^0iniman"der  rn  Chict  for tthU  Staff  appointment,  and  pto- 
a*  caved \tl for  fiVm  Thatthesum  to  be  paid  her  was  five  hundred  pounds, 
<c  bfot  tifet  tfifee  hundred  pounds  only  ^vere  paid ;  and  that  not  having  re- 
*'  eeiye^  the  remaining  two*  hundred  pounds  she  complained  te  the  Com- 
i*«  maitdenm,  Chief,  who  stated  that  he  would  put  him  OahaiX-pay  Mr 
**<  Oha'rles  Shaw  cowdbara^ed  the  fact  as  to  the  payment  of  the  three  hun- 
<*the<l  pounds,.;  but  denied  that  it  had  been  made  m  consequence  of  th* 
".agfeemen't  alluded  (so  by  Mrs  Clarke  The  written  documents  were, 
i(  first,  &  recommendatory  letter  from  Sir  H  Burrard  \n  favour  of  Major 

Shaw — the  answer  to  which  was — He  must  join  his  regiment  The  2d* 
**  a  letter  fiom  Sir  H.  Burrard  m  favour  of  Major  Shaw,  stating,  that  he 
"  had  found  a  Major  of  the  39th  eiger  to  go  to  Ceylon,  but  that  he.  was 
€<  hmisetf  preparing,  as  fast  as  he  could,  however  distressing  it  was  to  him, 
'*  The  answer  of  Colonel  Gordon  Was,  that  having  twice  mentioned  his 
**  name  and  wtshes  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  he  cjukfnot  a^ain  ven- 
,(t  ture  to  do  it,  In  'he  next  application  all  hops  of  exchange  is  given  up, 
41  and  an  application  is  made  for  leave  ot  absence  on  account  of  ill  health, 
<fc  Thit>  u  agieed  tq,  but  with  a  hint  that  if  kis  health  be  bad,  Major  Shaw 
"  had  better  »etireon  half  pay.  The  next  application  staf#&  the  great  ex- 
"  peuc-e  of  gom>>  on  foreign  service,  and  the  answer  was,  that  he  must 
"  join,  his  regisi  ent  by  the  fit  st  conveyance  These  all  went  to  the  facf^ 
"  that  even  undei^the  pressure  of  misfortune,  he  could  neither  get  promo- 
tion nor  exchange  Tne  assistance  of  S11  Harry  tfunard  for  either  of 
"  those  pm  po<-es  was  inadequate,  his  interest,  and  that  of  General  Archer, 
"  were  insufficient  to  accomplish  either    The  last  application  from  Sir 

Hapy  Buuard  asks  neither  promotion  nor  exchange  Then  follows  a: 
"  lettei,  giatefully  accepting  for  Major  Shaw,  the  situation  of  Barraek 
"  Master  General  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  but  without  one  wowi  of  half 

O02  "When 
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WheiMt  was  considered  that  an  officer  who  had  such  high  mili- 
tary recommendations,  had  been  applvmg  for  years  without  being 
able  to  obtain  the  slightest  boon,  but  that  as  soon  as  he  applied  to 
Mrs  Clarke,  he  got  a  much  higher  promotion  than  ever  he  ex- 
pected, namely,  a  lucrative  appointment  joined  to  the  rank  of 
Lieutenant  Colonel ,  could  am  man  doubt  that  this  was  obtained 
tin  onoh  the  influence  of  Mrs  Clarke,  on  account  of  the  pecuniary 
consideration  ofFeied  to  hei  ?  Oi  could  any  man  doubt,  but  that 
the  reason  the  Duke  of  York  piefened  her  recommendation  to  that 
of  Sir  UH  airy  Bun  aid  and  Colonel  Clinton,  was,  that  he  knew  she 
received  money  in  consideration  of  the  appointment  When  the 
House  was  considei  mg  the  possibility  and  piobability  of  Mis  Claike 
having  gained  this  appointment,  he  begged  they  would  beai  in 
mind  those  pai  ts  of  the  letters  of  his  R03  al  Highness,  which  related 
to  General  Clavenng  and  Dr  O  Meara,  and  which  proved  that  the 
Duke  did  mteifeiefoi  otheisat  the  lecommendation  of  Mrs  Clarke, 
not  only  in  military  appointments,  but  even  m  chuich  preferments* 
In  the  case  of  Major  Shaw,  that  officei  never  doubled,  but  that  it 
was  to  Mrs  Clarke  he  owed  his  piomotion,  and  appeared  to  consi- 
dei, that  it  was  to  hei  only  that  it  was  to  be  atti  ibuted  that  he  had 
been  put  on  the  half- pay ,  at  least,  he  considered  that  she^was  the 
only  peison  who  could  have  influence  to  get  him  lestored  to  full 
pay  In  his  letter  to  Mis  Claike,  "  he  hoped  she  would  pardon  his 
intrusion,  in  consideiation  of  the  serious  injury  of  which  he  hadrto 
complain.  He  stated,  that  his  being  reduced  to  half-pay,  was  quite 
tontiary  to, the  custom  of  the  atmy,  and  instanced  the  cases  of 
Lieutenant-Colonels  Cary,  Vesey,  andTBimdlevy  who  had  held 
similar  employments  to  that  which  he  had  been  appointed  to  Lie 
believe!  he  had  been  the  only  officer  who  had  been  so  fie?ted,  and 
3t  would  gticve  him  moie  to  have  the  mjui  y  come  fiom  such  hands  3 
he  hoped  the  penod  might  amve,  tha*-  ^ould  shew,  that  he  was 
not  undeserving  ofher  javoui  Independent  of  the  present  moi  ti- 
tration, he  felt  that  his  prospects  m  the  actwe  line  of  his  profes- 
bion  weie  utteily  blasted  lie  begged  leave  to  ollei  to  lenut  hei 
three  hundied  pounds  annually  of  his  appointment  5  and  he  hoped 
that  neither  he  1101  his»  family  would  o*e  their  misfoi tunes  to  so 
Jair  a  hand  " 

On  the  other  charges,  the  Honourable  Gentleman  said  he  should 
trouble  the  House  veiy  shoitl). 

CASE  OF  MR  DOWLETl 

41  This  ^pntleman  staged,  that  Mrs  Clarke  first  si*  jested  to  him  that 
"si  e  coiild  piocine  him  a  situation  -n  the  Commissary  Department,  that 
\<(  he  had  never  mat'e  anv  application  to  any  other  person  for  his  appoint- 
"ment  tq  the  Commissariat,  except  Mrs  .Clarke.  He  stafed,  that  he 
u  knew  for  certain  that  his  father  made  n  >  anphcition  on  the  subject  The 
*(  circumstance  of  his  application  to  Mr?  Clarke  is  faither  corroborated  by 
u  the  testimon}  of  that  witness,  who  Mates,  that  she  appked  to  the  DuKe 
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u  of  Yoik  for  thelipnoinhTient,  and  that  he  informed  her,  that  he  had 
**  been  obliged  to  speak  to  Mr  Long;  f&i  a  Mr  ~Manby,  whom  it  was  the 
u  wish  of  his  Royo!  Highness  the  Pimce  of  Walc^,  to  serve  It  appeals, 
**  however,  from  Ywr  testimony,  that  his  Ro\al  Highness  di 4  apply  for 
**  Mr  Dowler,  ana  both  Mr  Long  and  Mr  Sturges  Bourne  say,  ih^t 
u  though  thev  ran  find  no  recommendation  of  Mr  Dowler  at  this  Office, 
'Set  that,  m  the  loutme  of  office,  he  mu^t  have  been  generally  fecom- 
ii  mended  Dowler  say->  that  he  gave  Mi^  Glaike  one  thousand  povtndb  for 
"  ifns  apo  ntment,  and  Mis  Claike acknowledges  having  received  n  *» 

But  what  convincingly  proved,  in  his  opinion,  that  Mrs>  Claike 
must  have  had  communication  with  the  Puke  of  Yoik  on  this  sub- 
}c(  t,  was  hei  knowledge  of  the  eonveisation  that  took  place  between 
his  Royal  Highness  and  Mu  Long  lelative  to  the  appointment,  and 
which  Mi  Lens*  acknowledges  to  have  taken  place^  pai  ticulat-ly 
with  respect  to  Mi  Manby  I  iom  what  other  source  was  Mis,  Claike 
Lkely  to  deuve  this  mfoim  ition,  if  not  fiom  the  Duke  of  York* 
and  on  what  occasion,  if  not  that  of  applying  foi  Mr  Dowlei  ?  But 
a  £ieat  deal  moie  passed  also,  it  appea,i^m  conversation  lespectmg 
Mi  Manbv*  such  as  his  bein«  tecom  mended  by  the  Pi  ioce  of  Wales, 
and  the  necessity  of  having  him  piovided  foi ,  which  circumstances 
aila^iee  with  the  facts,  and  which  it  was  impossible  Mrs  Claikt 
could  have  known,  unless  thiough  his  Royal  Highness  tlufDuke  of 
Yoik,  w hjch  »oes  a  \ ei  v  eieatway  to  conoboiate  r»2r  testimon\  of 
baying  applied  foi  Mi  Dm\ler  On  a  compauson,  theiefoie,  of 
all  the  circumstances  attending  this  case,  the  Honourable  Member 
concluded  that  his  Royal  Highness  must  have  been  implicated  in  the 
tiansattion,  and  that  no- motive  could  be  assigned  foi  his  acting  so 
contianiy  toother  motives,- and  inteiests,  without  supposing  his. 
knowledge  of  the  pecumatv  compliment  to  be  received  by  Mis. 
Clarke,  accoiding  to  the  evidence  of  that  witness 

CASE  OF  SAMUEL  CARTER. 

Mr  Waidle  recapitulated  the  evidence  on  this  subject* 

**  Mrs  Clarke  had  seated  that  Samuel  Carter  had  been  in  the  service  of 
"  Mr  Sutton,  fiat  he  had  entered  hVr  serv-ce  lecommended  by  Captain 
*x  Sutton,  in  which  he  continued  till  he  received  his*  commission,-  that  he 
"  was  known  to  the  Duke,  and  m  the  habit  Awaiting  on  her  and  the  Duke 
"  at  table  with  the  other  servants  " 

-  With  this  evidence  of  Mis  Clarke  the  testimony  of  othet  witnesses 
corresponded. 

"It had  been  farther  stated  also  in  evidence,  that  in  December  i3q*, 
"Samuel  Carter  had,>been  recommended  to  the  Duke]pf  Y^ikS  office 
«  by  Captain  Sutton ,  and  on  this  r,ecommer)datiQ  %  it  t^A  fceen  attempted 
u  to  account  fpr     jrecejywig  has  cpmflnsMoa." 

■    'Oo'j      '  But 
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But  it  was  to  be  observed,  that  he  was  not  Gazetted  till  Maich 
1804,  and  that  on  the  face  of  the  evidence  it  did  not  appeal  that 
a\oy  other  application  had  been  made  foi  him  during  that  period,  01 
that  the  #nginai  application  had  been  followed  up  b>  an)  subse- 
quent attempt  to  acceieiate  the  object  which  was  usual  in  such 
cases    On  trre  contiary,  it  appealed  that  no  application  of  any 
kind  had  been  made  dunng  that  pei  od  ,  and  it  was  to  be  believed 
that  a  Commission  was  to  be  <>>atuitoiis]y  bestowed  without  any 
taithei  enquiiy*'  at  a  distance  of  above  two  3 ears  and  a  half  horn 
the  application,  which  had  been  uecentd  with  nopaiti^uiai  maiks 
r€>f  encouragement,  and  which  indeed,  had  appealed  so  hopeless, 
'that  the^applicdiion  had  he>er  been  lenewed     How  could  it  be 
Renown  at  the  Hoibe  Guards  that  such  a  man  was  alive,  or  that  he 
'was  not,  after  such  a  lapse  of  time,  othei  wise  disposed  of    Of  these 
circumstances  theie  was  no  wjv  of  know  mgbut  thiough  Gloncestei 
'l*laee,  supposing  tha^t  the  nece^ai}  enouiries  wreie  really  made  at 
*ihe  Iloise  Cniards,  which,  howe\ei,  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
'the  Case  ,  How  then  are  we  to  account  foi  tins  ^oung  man's  having 
received  his  (bmmHsiotV,  but  thiough  Mj«  Claike  >  And  how  can 
Ave  imagine  it  possible  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik'  should  not  have 
r'known  the  person  on  whom  the  commission  w'as  bestowed,  and  hit 
situation  at  the  establishment  of  Gloucevtei  Place,  since  it  Mas 
pi  oved  by  a  vai  iety  of  e^  identc  that  he  was  m  the  habit  of  attending 
liii  "Royal  Highness  at  table,  and  known  to  him  veil  b\  name11 
This  probability  must  be  still  faithei  conoboiatecl  by  his  Ro\4il 
Highness's  own  letters     \\  hen  we  see  the  (amdiaiitj  with  which 
he  corresponds  with  Mis  Clarl-e  on  mihtai)  and  othei  sunjccts  in 
the  case  Colonel  Cl&vxjnti'g  and  Bi^fi'Meaia,  it  is  hard  to  say  wbera- 
hp  Would  stop    They  could  nttnbute,  therefoie,  the  commission 

f wen.  to  this  joung  man  to  no  othei  cause  than  the  influence  of 
ffrs  Clarke.  *  * 

MA  JOE  TURNER, 

The  next  case  he  should  allude  to  was  that  of  MajjGi  Turner,  of  thg 
3d  Dragoons'  It  was  admitted  in  evidence  bv  Colonel  Got  don 
hmiself,  that  the  proposal  of  selling  out  by  that  Officei  had  been 
rejected,  m  consequence  of  his  Rojal  Highness, having  received  a 
letter  fiopn,  a  Mi&  Sinclan,  a  woman  of  ve^y  indifteient  repute 
The  famiiiauty  subsiskmg*  between  this  woman  and  his  Royal 
Highness  had  been  proved  by  Mi  Gteenwood,  which  was  to  be 
taken  mtp  their  consideration  in  weighing  the  value  of  this  singu- 
lar interference  TheXJolarieL  of  !the  regiment,  a  General  of  re- 
spectability, as  well  as  the  Lieutenant-Colonel,  contiadicted  this 
lettei,  and  ^a\e  testimony  to  the  chaiacter  and  meiits  of  Major 
Turnet!  ^hioh  it  indght  fiave^  been>s-ivpposed  shodd  have  satisfied 
the  scfup+es  Of  his  Ro\al  Highness ,  hut  this- con ti ad ictioi\  was  not 
#nmi"h  Af«t/  the  Coinmander'inJChief,  ^nd  farther  inquiries  were 
stated'to  be  aecessaiy.  \[titf*d!beeni&id,  tbfottven  m  anonirrrious 

-  4  *  '  letter 
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lettet  in  such  a  case  as  this  would  have  been  attended  to,  but  he 
thought  it  neces^aiy  toiemaik,  that  this  Icttei  and  an  anonymous 
one,  were  veiy  drfleient  indeed  An  anon\ mous  lettei  might  con- 
tain impoitant  mfoimation  that  requued  imestigation  ,  but  alette^ 
horn  such  av  oman  as  this,  impeaching  the  character  of  an  Oihoei  of 
lespertdhility  and  honour,  conttadicted  inthejno&t  ample  mantiei 
by  the  Commanding  Officei  of  the  legiment,  and  containing  no 
mfoimation  that  his  Royal  Highness  was  entitled  to  act  iipan,  ought 
not  ceitainly  to  have  been  entertained  foi  a  moment  1  he  faither 
euqun  ics,  howevei ,  respecting  th  is  Ofticei  aie  acknowledged  to  have, 
doire  honoui  to  his*  chaiactei,  and  he  must  maintain,  that  in  the 
same  degiee  thev  did  honoui  to  that  Officer,  the\  iclletted  igno- 
miny and  disgrace  on  the  peisons  making  the  enquniev,  and  tonn- 
mg  a  patty  in  this  business,  knowing,  as  thev  did,  the  peisan  from 
whom  thtn  mfoimation  came  As  to  the  case  of  Robert  Kennetf, 
and  his  connection  »\ith  the  agents  of  the  Duke  ( t  \  oik,  under  the 
idea  that  that  pel  son  would  be  able  to  lend  to  hisltoud  Highness  a 
sum  of  money,  it  was  a  mat'ci  which,  although  in  itself  impiopei, 

upon  which  he  should  not  dwell  "  1  have  now,  said  he,  peihaps 

tioubled  the  House  too  long  I  have  only  to  state,  that  t  have  put 
my  sentiments  into  the  form  of  an  addiess  to  Ins  Majesty,  which  t 
shall  conclude  with  moving  in  tbi^IIou-e — I  thought  it  justice  to 
t!m  House—  I  thought  it  justice  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik — [  thought  it 
justice  to  myself,  to  state  distinctly,  and  without  disguises  my  ieal 
sentiments -^n, this  impoitant  subject  I  have  ( ndea^oui edy^  Sir, 
to^do  so  with  aH  the  delicacy  winch  is  due  to  His  Majcstv,  both  as 
the  Sovereign  of  thiscountn,  and  tne  Father  of  the  Duke  of  iWk. 
1  should  be  the  last  man  in  this  counti  v  who  would  hurt  the  mind 
of  an  illustiious  Soveieign  but  on  this  occasion,  I  have  nochoiee. 
1  have  to  the  best  of  my  judgment,  and  to  the  utmost  of  my  power, 
done  my  duty  The  country  will  decide  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief— the  Couutry  will  decide  on  the  conduct  of 
this  House — the<^ountiy  will  decide  upon  my  conduct-— and  to  the 
decision  of  my  Country  I  chearfuliy  submit.    I  now  move,  Sn, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  his  fejesty,  humbly  stating 
*'  to  his  Majesty,  that  information  has  been  communicated  to  this  House, 
"  and  evidence  produced  to  support  it^  of  vanou's  corrupt  practices  and 
u  other  abuses  having  prevailed  for  some  years  past,  m  the  disposal  pf 
■*  Commibsions  and  Promotions  m  his  Majesty *s  Land  Forces — that  his 
*'  Majesty's  faithful  Commons,  according  to  the  duty  by  which  they  .are 

bound  to  his  Majesty  and  to  their  Constituents,  have  caiefully  examined 
^into  the  truth  jf  sundry  transactions  which  have  been  brought  before 

them,  m  proof  qf such  corrupt  practice^  and.  abuses ,  and  that  it  is  wuh 
*'*  me  utmost  concern  and  astonishment  ms  Majesty's  faithful  Commons 

"  &4d 
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"  find  themselves  obliged,  most  humbly,  to  inform  his  Maje.ty^  that  the 
r<  result  of  their  diligent  inquiries  into  thefac/s,  by  the  examination  of  the 
|f  persons  concerned,  together  with  other  witnesses,  and  a  variety  of  do- 
'  "  cuments,  has  been  suclxas  to  satisfy  1  is  laithiul  Commons,  tfrat-ihe  ex- 
*'  lfetenceot  such  conupt  pi  ac*  ices  and  abuses  i>  substantially  true 

^  That  Itis  Majesty \  faithful  Commons  aie  restiamed  by  motives  of  per- 
u  sonal  lespect  and  attachment  to  his  Majesty,  from  entering-  into  a  detail 
i(  of  these  transactions,  being  convinced  that  they  could  not  be  stated  with- 
<{  out  exciting  the -most  painful  sensations  of  grief  and  indignation  in  the 
"breast  of  his  Majesty.  That  the  proceedings  of  his  Majesty's  faithful 
u  Commons  upon  th*s  important  subject  have  been  public,  and  the  evi- 
4i  dence  brought  before  them  is  recorded  in  the  pioceechngs  of  Parliament ; 
^  and  that  they  trust  +ns  Mu.esty  will  give  them  ciedit,  when  they  assuie 
"  his  Majesty,  that  m  the  execution  of  this  painful  du.y  they  ha\e  pio- 
**  ceeded  wrh-all  due  dehbeution :  That  'without  entering  into  any  other 
<(  of  the  many  obuou^  consequences  w  uch  may  be  expected  to  follow, 
"from  the- belief  o'nee -general  y  established,  of  the  prc\ah.nce  nf  SMch 
<4  abuses  m  the  Jvlihtaiy  Department,  there  is  cue  grtdt  and  essential  ccn- 
<{  sid^ntion  inseparable  from  the  piesent  s«  bject,  which  tuey  humbly  be^ 
"  leave,  in  a  mdie  paiticular  mannei,  to  subm.t  to  lu«>  Mijesty^s  gracious 
"  censtdeiauon,  namely,  that  if  an  opinion  snould  prevail  amongst  hiv 
"  Majesty's  Land  Foices,  that  promotion  may  be  obtained  by  other  means 
"  than  by  merit  and  seivice — by  means  at  once  urjust  to  the  Army  a-nd 
u  disgraceful  to  the  authority  placed  ovei  it,  the  effect  of  such  an  opinion, 
"-must  necessarily  be,  to  wouird  the  feelings  and  abate  the  zeal  of  ah  tanks 
"  and  descriptions  of  his  Majesty's  Auny 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House,  that  the  abuses  which  they  have 
"  thus  most  humbly  represented  to  hio  Majesty,  couId~not  have  prevailed 
*'  to  the  extent  in  which  they  had  been  proved  to  exist,  withoutthe  know- 
ledge of -the  Com  mandes  in  Chief,  and  that  even  if,  upon  a-ny  principle 
**  of  reason  or  probability,  it  could  be  piesumed  that  abuses  §o  various  arid 
*' so  long  continued  could,  in  fact,  have  prevailed  without  his  knowledge, 
*'  such  a  piesumptiow  in  his-favour  would  not  warrant  the  conclusion,  tfiat 
w  the  command  of  the  Army  could,  with  safety,  or  ougb*,  m  prudence,  to 
M  be  continued  m  his  hand's.  — 

"  That  on  these  grounds  and  principles  his  Majesty's  faithful  Commons 
**  most  humbly  submit  th^r  opinion  to  his  Majesty's  gracious  consider 
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tion,  tfcatfti*  Reyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ought  to  be  deprived  fcf 

"  the  Command  of  the  Army  '*  ' 

ft  ( 

tx>rd  Folkstone  seconded  the  motion ,  which  being  read  fiom 
the  Chair . 

Mr.  Button  lose    Sensible,  he  said,  of  the  great  importance 
c-f  the  enquiry  that  had  lately  taken  place  m  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  both  as  the  question  was  closely  connected  with,  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  and  with  those  of  the  lllustnous  and 
distinguished  individual  at  the  head  of  the  aimy,  he  had  thought 
it  his  duty,  m  its  pi  ogress  through  the  House,  to  bestow  upon  it 
his  utmost  attention     He  conceived  that  he  stood  in  a  situation 
that  peculiarly  qualified  him  to  give  on  this  subject  the  most  lm- 
paitial  judgment,  at  least  that  enabled  him  to  view  it  in  all  its  parts 
without  pieposstsMon  or  piejudice,  being  wholly  ui  connected 
with  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  having  ne\ei  leceived  any  favom  horn  him 
himself,  and  having  no  friend  or  jelative  in  the  aimy  that  could 
create  anv  expectations  of  tavoui  in  that  quai  tei     Had  he  any  pie- 
possesstons,  indeed,  they  must  rathei  be  on  the  side  of  the  accuser 
than  of  the  accused    The  Honouiable  Membei  who  hfd  mtty 
duced  this  enquiu,  and  who  might  tbeiefoie  be  consujeHjd  as  the 
accuser,  he  had  known  foi  these  twenty  \ea's,  and  QUteitcuned  the 
highest  respect  foi  his  chaiactei     He  had  h  equ  en  t  occasion  to  ad- 
miie  Lis  mihtaiy  taints,  and  paiticuiaily  m  fieland,  when  he 
distinguished  himself  uot  a  little  in  conti  ibuting  to  put  down  at  the 
head  of  the  gallant  regiment  in  which  he  scved,  the  dangeious 
commotions  that  pi  evaded  not  long  since,  .jp  *  that  county.  If, 
rherefoie,  Jhe  could  accuse  him>elf  of  having  &ny  bias,  it  was  not 
m  favour  of  the  person  accused,  wmic?>  i«ke  oxnerc,  Jieradxsply 
(  listened  too  much  to  the  opinion  that  vas  propagated  out  of  doors 
He  had  detenmned,  howe\ei,  to  preet  this  investigation 'with 
the  greatest  coolness,  and  as  if  sitting  in  the  Couit  in  which  he  had 
the  honcui  to  preside,  in  a  case  wheethe  meanest  subject  was  ac- 
cused    Foi  this  purpose  he  had  close!)  attended 'to  the  e\idence 
3aid  before  the  House  m  the  coyi^e  of  the  enquuy  befoie  the  Com- 
mittee, ar  d  obbef\ed  all  the  circumstances  attending  the  several 
witnesses,  as  well  a^  a  peison  in  his  pecuhai  situation  (being  blind) 
could  do     He  had  besides  heaid  all  the  evidence  lead  «irjce  it  was 
delivered  at  the  Bai  and  the  moie  linpoitant  paits  of  it  moie  than 
once    This  he  believed,  m  a  case  eneumbcied  lAe  tbepic&ent*  to 
be  the  only  way  ofaiming  at  the  truth 

In  contemplating  the  evidence,  a^  it  was  now  pusenfed  to  them, 
it  was  nece^saiy  to  put  the  sinful  pait  of  the  uicstioii  emn^el  v  out  of 
view  Howe\ei  much  he  might  lament  that  his  Royal  E lightness 
should  ba»e  bad  aiij  connection  with  a  woman  of  this  chaiacfcer, 
he  contended  that  it  was  neither  a  subject  tor  theij  discission  noi 
decision,  and  itfwas  then  *dut>  to  take  caie,-fiom  tin-  place  they 
occupied,  that  while  the\  consideied  the  sin  aeamst  the  public,  fcU  y 
tfid  not  blend  with  it  an}  considerations  horn  the  sin  that  appeared 
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in  this  casd against  God  They  hvad  oni^  ib  do  -with  ^h©'  cotrdcfrt 
of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  as  it  j  elated  to  the-lawsvof  the  county  Thank: 
God,  it  was  not  then  piovince  to  judge  of /the, bi  each  of  mairage 
Yd\vs,  nor  to  tnteifere  i«  domestic1  duties*  He^was  iio'ad\$<?ate  for 
ntennousness  of  pnvate  chaiacter,  oj  foi  depravity  in  private  Jlfd  , 
but^ft  was  nof  then  piovmce  to  judge  on  these  'grounds.  The 
Keport  of  the  Committee  was  now  before  them,  and  they  ueie  not 
entitled  to  givcan  opinion  on  an>  othei  subject  than  those  leeom- 
mendedto  the  attention  of  the  Committee  The  recommendation 
given  to  th!e  Comrnittee  i elated  only  to  promotions*  and  exchanges 
jnih.e  at  my,  he  \\ould  theretOie  dlscaid  fiom  the  present  discussion 
eveiy  other  subject,  and  even  though  evidence  should  be  attedged 
to  bear  on  olthei  abuses,  these  couLd  not  now- come  leguiaiiy  be- 
fdie  them,  riot  being  the  professed  object  of  enquny  iecommended 
to  the  Committee 

He  rriustalso,  he  contended,  to  form  a  fair  and  candid  Judgment 
iq  this  case,  dtsencumbei  it  of  all  the  extiarveous  mattej  which, 
in  other  respects,  had  been  adduced  by  evidence  at  the  Bar, 
confining  their  attention  to  lelevant  Evidence  only,  rweepawa\  all 
sucl)  other  evidence  as  ^ould  not  b%  reeened  in  an}  Court  of  Jus- 
tice nt  the  kingdom.    It  might  be  said,  peihaps,  that  to  this  ex- 
traneous r^atter  and  irielevant  evidence  he  migl^t  baveobjected  at 
the  time"  the  evidence- was  in  pi  ogress  at  th*j  bar  but  he  contended 
they  ha'd  no  right,  dining  the  course  of  the  evidence,  to  confine  it 
to  any  particular  limits  01  to  any  legal  foims,  the  object  then  bein£ 
irfetely  enquiry,  and  of  course  to  obtain  as  much  information 
possible    Now,  however>  that  the  House  was  in  the  exercise  df 
its  Judicial  functtons>  it  was  highly  necessaiy  that  they  should 
distragnTsn7  Between  the  evidence  that  was  and  that  which  was 
Hot  tolje  legally  admitted.    They 'had  theiefoie  two  things  to  do, 
to  'define  "what  evidence  should  be  admitted,  and  to  seai  ch  out  that 
evidence  from  the  laigemassof  aggi egate  mattei  before  them. 
The  leason  he  did  not  mterfeie  m  the  thousand  questions  which,. 
on  the  ground  frf  eudence,  strictly  legal,  ought  not  to  nave  been 
admrtted,  was  for  thef purpose  of  discoveung  as  mudi  evidence  as 
possible,  to  enable  them  to  tiace  facts  to  then  fountain  head,  and 
to  ascertain  such  as  might  justly  be  received  m  any  Couit  of  Jus- 
tice'   This  selection  it  was  now,  the  business  of  the  Ilou^e  to  make* 
$nd  it  should  fiist  be  his  object  to  set  aside  all  hearsay  and  second^ 
lurjd  evidence 

-Having  done  this,  he  'should*  think  it  next  his  duty  to  dise«cu»n-x 
ber  the  question  also  of  such  witnesses  as  would  not  be  ciedittd  'n 
any  court  whatever,  and  theiefo»«  must  eoriudei  what  witnesses 
are  to  be  regarded  m  the  light  of  accomplices,  and  vlvat  not  Of 
the  list  of  witnesses  pioduced  at  the  Bar,  consisting  of  seventy- 
eight,  the  greatei  part  weie  to  be-consideied  as  accomplices  with 
Mrs  Clarke,  the  pirncipai  actiess,  at  their  head.  One  of  the  fiist 
kws  on  the  admission  of  accomplices  as  evidence  was,  that  their 
testimony  must  be  coiroboiated  not  only  by  umtn peached  wit- 
nesses, 
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nesses,  but  also  hi  the  cucumstances  that  attach  crfme*  to  th&  person 
accused  On  this  sublet  Ins  Learned  B*eit hi  en  woi&l(lbe  more 
able  thatt  himself  to  inform,  tbem,  bult  from  the  experience  of 
twenty  ^eaishe  appiehendedthis  to  beHhecasie  GoocbtJod  i  ex* 
claimed  the  Learned  and  Honourable'  Member,  weae-it  otherwise* 
the  lives  and  foi  tunes  of  the  best  and- most  upright  men  would  b$ 
at  the  rheicy,  and  in  the  powei  of  theabandoned  and  most  .profli- 
gate The  cume  must  not  only  be  proved  to  exast,.  it  must  also 
be  brought  home  tof  the  person  accused,  *  lie  had  witnessed  onany 
instances  wheie  an  accomplice  could  tell  his  story  with  every  ap«» 
peaiance  of  consistency,  and'  he  had  seen  it  coi  roboiated  in;  every 
othei  circumstance  but  the  very  essential  one  of.  attaching  the 
guilt  to  the  parttculai  person  in  question  Bat  if  it  should  further 
appeal  that  the  accomplice,  thus  circumstanced,  should  contra- 
dict himself,  if  otheis  also  should  contradict  him,  his  evidence 
certainly  would  not  be  admissible  many  Couit  of* Justice*  and 
no  judgment  could  be  formed  upon  it  Such  exactly  was  the  case 
with  the  puncipal  witnesses  on  this  occasion  With  respect  to 
Captain  Sandon,  the  House  had  given  then  most  decided  opinion 
m  committing  him  to  Newgate  for  gross  prevaucation  and  miscon- 
duct What  faith,  then,  could  be  given  to  his  testimony,  who 
was  a  conspicuous  accomplice,  though  he  did  not  attempt  to  attach 
the  guilt  to  the  peison  accused  ?  The  evidence  ot  Mi-s.  Favorey 
must  be  .considered  in  the  same  light,  when  they  recollected  that 
she  not  only  contradicted  heiself  in  a  variety  ot  cucumstances, 
but  was  also  contiadicted  by  others  who  weie  unira peaceable  m 
their  character 

<c  She  seated  upon  her  first  examination,  that  Mr.  Ellis,  m  whose  service 
f  she,  fiad  lived,  was  a  carpenter,  that  he  had  no  settled  residence — that  he 
"  to  >k  lodgings  from  place  to  place — that  <*he  believed  hun  to  be  dead  She 
"indeed  could  not  name  the  street  in  which  she  lived  with  him,  although 
i(  she  was  m  his  service  for  two  yeais  and  i  tialf  She  did  not  go  into  the 
"  country  with  his  children  He  was  rl)ing  from  one  place  to  another  m 
"  ordet  to  avoid  his  creditors  " 

But  how  did  this  fact  tuin  out,  why  that  Mt  Sllis  was  a  respect- 
able clei^yman,  that  he  was  master  ot  the  Merchatit  Taylors 
School,  that  fai  fiom  seekmj;  to  scieen  himself  from  his  creditors, 
he  had  lesidedfoi  several  \ears  m  the  samehouse,  that  Mrs  Favoiey 
had  gone  to  the  country  with  his  chddien,  and  thai  he  had  never 
gone  to  any  othei  place  fiom  his  usual  lesidence  but  Brighton. 
The  circumstance  of  Mis  Claike  visiting  Mrs  favoiey  there,  and 
the  tamiliai  mannet  m  which  they  tieatedone  anothei,  according 
to  the  evidence  of  Mi  Rl lis,  is  anothei  stion»  ^iicumstance  against 
the  ci edibility  both  of  Mrs  Clajke  and  Mis,  Favorey  not  to  mention 
the  feigned  nameundei  which  the  lattei  enteied /that  Gentleman's 
service.  '  * 

It  was  unnecessary,  indeed,  to  adduce  more  instances  of  the 
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sam^nafute;  he  bad  made  otit  a  list  of  not  less,  than  fifteen  cir- 
cumstancevan  which  .this  woman  had  eithet  contradicted  heiself 
or  prevaricated,  and  which,  of  course,  would  rendei  her  evidence 
aHadmissiblei  m»anv  Court  of  Justice  In  any  Couit,  he*  would 
:firnily  assert,,  that  a  Judge  would  think  himself  wariaated  in  draw- 


Wltfo  respect  to  the  testimony  of  Mrs  Claike,  the  same  objec- 
tion was  not  less  obvious,  noi  her  credibility  le^-excepti6nable 
He  had  in  his  pocket  a  Ijst  of  twenty-eight  instances  in  which  she 
had/  heen  convicted  of  falsehood,  either  by  contiadictmg  heiself, 
or  by  being  contradicted  by  peisons  of  unimpeaclied  credit,  and 
who  would  set  the  world  at  defiance,  rather  than  be  guilty  of  any 
breach  of  truth     All  these  instances  he  could  not  pietend  to  enu- 
roeiate  fiom  memoiy,   but  he  could  lefei  to  them  if  lequisite, 
and  the  result  of  his  consideiation  of  hei  testimony  was  a  complete 
cdnvic£ion  that  it  deseived  no  credit     Upon  hei  examination  01 
cross-examination,  nothing  could  be  obtained  that  was  likely  to 
make  against  her    hhe  had  no  knowledge  of  any  such  things  or 
she  could  not  recollect    Hei  memoiy  was  peculiaily  accommo- 
dating. When  interrogated,  whethei  she  had  geneialiy  lopiesentcd 
herself  as  single  01  niamed  for  paiticulai  pin  poses,  she  did  not  re- 
collect that  she  evei  did  state  that  she  was  a  widow,  but  once  at  a 
Cauit-Maitul,  and  atanothei  time  foi  a  joke  ,  jet  proof  was  aftei- 
wards  offered  direc-th  contradicting  her    It  was  pioved,  upon  the 
evidence  of  Few,  that  she  gamed  cieditfiom  him,  describing  her- 
self as  a  widow,  stating  also  that  her  husband  had  been  but  a  short 
time  dead  But  if  there  weie  gentlemen  indisposed  to  pay  anv  atter- 
tion  to  Few,  would  they  not  give  credit  to  Nicholls  to  wlTom  she 
stated,  that  she  had  been  a  widow  only  three  months    (Upon  a 
cry  of  hear,  hem,  the  leained  Gentleman  collected  himself,  and 
stated  thiee  years.)    Was  it  not  known,  in  facC  that  notwithstand- 
ing this  woman's  lepiesentaiion,  that  she  had  only  twice  said  she 
was  a  widow,  and  that  she  went  by  noothei  name  but  Clarke,  the 
reverse  was  the  case,  and  particulaily  in  the  instance  of  Dowlei , 
and  any  person  so  disposed  to  tufle  with  evidence  as  to  reject  the 
allegation  of  four  witnesses  upon  this  point >  Did  she  not  go  by  the 
name  of  Dowlei  at  Hampstead  ?  Nay,  did  it  not  appear  that  she 
described  herself,  although  living  separate,  as  actually  man  led  to 
that  man  >  Did  she  not,  m  fact,  assume  different  character  and 
capacities,  but,  above  all,  the  name  of  her  paiticulai  DowleW 
There  was  no  doubt,  the  Honouiable  Membei  added,  .that  Dow* 
fei  was  the  favounte,  as  appealed  also  fiom  the  evidence  of  Mj 
Reid,  who  heaid  hei  called  Mls  Dowler,  and  amwei  to  this  name 
when  so  called,  and  *vho  would  have  considered  it  as  a  disgiac 
to  his  House  to  have  admitted  them*  if  he  had  not  been  induced 
to  believe  that  they  were  married.    This,  uicu instance  was  far- 
thei  corroborated  by  the  evidence  of  the  waitei,  but  if  this  was  not 
enough  the  evidence  of  the  poiter  would  conoboiate  it  still  fai 
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ther,  who  introduced  her  undei  the  name  of  Mis.  Dowler,  and 
who  stated  that  she  did  not  appear  ashamed  of  it  Nay,  fat., 
ther,  he  had  carried  her  wme  to  Bedford-place,  addressed  to 
Mrs.  Dowler,  as  also  to  Westbourne-place  addigssed  in  the 
Same  manner.  Had  he  a  prisoner  at  the  bar  in  the  predicament 
the  accused  was  in  this  case,  he  should  feel  it  hi$  duty  to  im- 
press it  on  the  Jury,  before  coming  to  any  verdict,  to  lay  such 
evidence  as  that  given  by  Mrs.  Clarke  entirely  out  of  sight, 
every  principle  of  equity  or  justice. 

Having  thus  stripped  the  question  of  its  extraneous  matter, 
«nd  having  thrown  out  theexceptionable evidence,  he  proceed- 
ed next  to  the  consideration  of  the  facts  as  they  bore  upon  the 
person  accused;  and  in  this  view  of  the  subject  the  evidence 
would  be  confined  within  a  very  nairow  compass.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  go  into  the  minutiae,  that  he  should  leave  to  other 
Gentlemen  of  bettci  memories,  and  better  qualified  than  he  was, 
from  possessing  that  blessing  of  which  he  was  deprived  ,  but 
he  should  entirely  lely  on  this  ca&e,  in  which  it  was  attempt-  ' 
ed  to  connect  the  facts  alledged  with  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  Yoik. 

The  exchange  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Krught  with  Lieu, 
tenant  Colonel  Biookc  appeared,  from  Colonel  Gordon's 
evidence,  to  have  been  perfectly  regular  The  Duke  of 
York,  when  the  first  application  was  made  to  him,  said  it 
could  not  be  acceded  to.  Enquny  was  immediately  made  res- 
pecting the  character  of  Colonel  BioOke,  and  it  was  found  sa- 
tisfactory, and  the  exchange  was  appioved  of  It  appeared 
that  Mis.  Clarke  had  received  two  hundred  pounds  on  account 
of  that  promotion,  but  not  the  least  sludow  of  piobable  evi- 
dence had  been  adduced  to  shew  that  the  Duke  was  privy  to 
it.  Mis.  Claike  said  that  \he  note  was  changed  with  his 
knowledge,  when  she  was  going  to  the  country;  but  had  she 
many  mannei  brought  a  knowledge  of  it  home  to  him  Mrs. 
Favery  who  was  to  have  proved  it,  failed  in  her  testimony" 
She  received  a  note,  which  she  gave  to  be  changed.  She  had 
it  changed,  and  leturned  the  change,  and  that  was  all  she  knew 
about  it.  Could  any  one  say  that  a  knowledge  of  any  con  ftpt 
agreement  had  thereby  be.en  brought  home  to  the  Duke  of 
York'  And  fui ther,  vt  was  denied  by  Ludowick,  who  she  ha<r 
pretended  proem  ed  the  change. 

The  next  witness  was  Mr  Pierson,  who  on  his  first  examination  denied 
all  knowledge  of  having  changed  any  note  to\  Mis  Clarke,  undei  the  en- 
eumstances  which  had  been  mmtnned  On  his  second  exam  nation 
howevei,  he  admitted  his  having  got  a  notr  changed, by  the  conf  ctionei  foi 
Mrs.  Clarke,  and  having  i etui ned  her  the  thnnge,  in  piesence  ofthe  Duke 
and  attributed  his,  want  of  recollection  upon  the  subject,  onhisfrtst  ex- 
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amlnation,  to  a  violent  head-ach,  to  which  he  caid  he  was  fiequcsntly 
Lablc,  and  which  sometimes  depmedhim  of  his  lecollectioii 

But  yvhat  did  that  piove5  Could  it  be  thence  inferred  that 
that  was  the  identical  note  Mrs  Clarke  received  fiom  Mr. 
Knight,  and  that  the  Duke  was  privy  to  her  having  received  it 
as  a  compliment  for  her  interfeience  with  him  lr.  favour  of 
Col  Knight  ?  Was  it  strange  to  hear  of  that  Lady  sending  any 
other  note  to  be  changed  than  the  one  in  question,  when  Gentle, 
men  would  recollect  the  number  ofnotes  which  had  at  different 
times  been  given  her  by  the  Duke  ?  Was  it  not  in  evidence 
that  Lodowick  had  repeatedly  taken  her  notes  from  the  ban- 
ker, and  what  reason  appealed  to  justify  the  conclusion  that 
the  note  exchanged  by  Pe»rsonwas  not  one  of  those  notes,  and 
not  the  fruit  of  a  corrupt  bargain  with  Mr  Knight  >  No  ad- 
mission had  been  made  to  Pierson,  eithei  by  the  Duke  or 
Mrs.  Clarke  that  it  was  the  note  It  was  not  at  all  particular- 
ised, not  a  single  word,  or  even  a  significant  nod, -passed  be- 
tween the  parties  upon  the  occasion  The  evidence  upon  the 
whole,  in  his  opinion,  did  not  countenance  the  idea  that  the 
note  in  question  had  been  got  with  the  privity  of  the  Duke, 
<sr  changed  by  his  desue 

The  next  part  of  the  story  was  the  appointment  itself,  and 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  cf  the  House  puticularly  to 
the  cncumstances  under  which  it  took  place.  Mi.  Wardle 
himself  had  said  that  Mrs.  Claikc  stated  the  application  of 
Di  Thynne  to  her  to  have  been  made  on  the  25th  of  July, 
but  the  official  documents  which  had  been  produced  from  the 
Wai  Office  manifested  that  an  application  on  that  day  could 
have  no  influence  upon  the  appointment,  for  by  the^e  papeis 
it  appealed  that  the  Duke  of  Ypik  had  determined  upon  it  on 
the  22d,  two  days  before  the  application  to  Mrs  Claike,  and 
on  the  24th  it  had  been  tiansmitted  to  Weyn  mth  foi  his 
Majesty's  appiobation,  when  it  was  impossible  for  the  Com- 
mand ei  in  Chief  to  make  opposition  to  its  taking  place,  or  ac- 
celerating it  more  than  other  appointments  which  were  sent 
foi  appiobation  at  the  Same  time.  These  facts  rested  upon 
the  evidenee  ot  Colonel  Goidon,  who  had  been  examined  at 
their  bai,  who  had  no  inteiest  m  what  he  had  said,  and  whose 
testimony  was  given  m  a  manner  which  excited  the  admira- 
tion of  the  House  Mi  Knight  had  also  positively  said  that 
Mi s.  Clarke  required  the  transaction  should  be  kept  a  pro- 
found secret  from  the  Duke  of  York,  and  if  the  Duke  was 
privy  to  the  transaction,  ^  here  was  the  occasion  foi  keeping 
it  a  seciet  from  him*  Mr*  Knight  was  asked  particularly 
tv  hether  she  had  not  desired  him  to  keep  it  a  seciet  from 
the  public  ?  to  which  he  answered,  that  the  public  had  never 
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been  mentioned,  hut  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  told  him  that  if  the 
transaction  should  evei  come  to  the  Duke's  eais,  it  would 
piove  fatal  to  her, 
-The  next  31  bund  of  accusation  Was  the  case  of  Captain 
Maling,  who  had  got  three  different  commissions  in  a  shoiter 
time  than  other  officers  had,  who  had  been  longet  in  the  service. 
In  that  charge  no  cotruption  hid  been  asseited  to  h*ve  taken, 
place,  it  was  only  said,  thvt  undue  favoui  had  been  confentd 
upon  him.    The  charge  onglnally  was,  that  lie  had  been 
appointed  an  Ensign,  promoted  to  a  Lieutenancy,  and  made 
Captain  without  having  evinced  any  militaiy  ment  01  been 
employed  many  pat  ticuUr  service ,  and  that  when  the  Honour- 
able Gentleman  was  making  his  oiation  against  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  he  was  employed  at  the  desk  ot  Mr*  Greenwood* 
He  (Mr  Button)  would  ask  the  House,  whether  the  appoint- 
ments, after  the  evidence  had  been  gone  through,  appealed  to 
have  been  impropeilv  bestowed  >~    Geneial   Frasei.  an  officer 
of  no  insignificant  note,  had  twice  applied  to  have  him  for 
his  did-de-eamp,  and  that  citcumstance  he  believed  to  imply 
some  degree  of  ment,  and  which  would  entitle  him  to  promo- 
tion.   Col  Wardle  had  said,  as  a  matter  of  senoiis  accusation 
against  the  Duke  of  York,  tlvt  Captun  Mahng  had  been  p\e- 
ferred  to  offioeis  who  weie  his  supeuois  ini?nk'and  services; 
but  he  would  ask,whethei  that  House  was  (  apable  of  deciding 
tiporr  the  merit  of  a  particular  officer,  and  whether  the  manage- 
ment ot  military  affairs  did  not  le&t  entirely  with  the  Sove- 
reign ?    No  one  popular  advocate  had  ever  yet  maintained 
that  military  promotions  should  be  disposed  of  accoiding 
to  the  will  of  the  House  of  Commons,  01  that  the  House 
should  interfere  in  such dispo-ation.    Op  the  contrary  indeed, 
he  recollected  to  have  heaidrfhe  great  Loid  Chatham  say, 
that  to  deprive  the  Sovereign  of  the  privilege  of  mihtaiy  pro- 
motion would  be  to  pluck  the  master-feather  from  the  eagle's 
wing. 

The  next  charge  was  that  founded  upon  the  terms  of  Colo- 
nel Fiench's  levy,  which  it  was  pictended  that  the  Duke  had 
consented  to  have  raised  through  the  mere  solicitation  of  Mrs- 
Clarke.  But  he  would  ask,  whethei  the  evidence  before  the 
House  had  proved  any  such  thing  ?  By  that  it  appealed,  that 
tliat  was  not  the  hist  time  when  Colonel  Fiemh  had  laised  a 
levy,  but  thit  hf»  hid  be^  n  employed  in  the  hne  a  long  time  be- 
fore, much  to  his  own  credit, and  the  advantage  of  thecountiy  ; 
and  that  theietoie,  he  was  the  mo*>t  likely  pet  son  to  complete 
the  ley*  Such  being  the  case*  then*  theie  was  no  necessity  for 
concluding  that  Mrs.  Clarke  must  have  been  the  cause  of  his 
being  so  employed,  or  that  the  Duke  was  pn.*y  to  any  agtee- 
ment  v>luch  had  been  entered v  into  between  hei  and  Colonel 

Pp  2'  French* 
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Fiendi.  As  the  evidence  of  Sandon  was  of  course  deserving 
of  no  attention,  and  as  the  allegation  of  Mis.  Clarke  was  in  his 
opinion  of  no  weight,  unless  corroborated,  theie  was  in  this 
tale  only  one  material  witness  to  consider,  namely, that  of  Miss 
laylor  But  who,  he  would  ask»  was  this  Miss  Taylor,  and 
what  weie  the  gioundsupon  which  hei  claim  to  credit  lested. 
She  was  the  associate,  the  intimate  friend  of  Mrs  Clarke,  and 
yet,  if  she  is  to  be  ci edited,  this  aftair  of  French's  levy  was  the 
solitaiy  instance  in  which  the  subject  of  mihtaiy  promotions 
was  touched  upon  in  her  presence.  If  this  witness  were  to  be 
eredifed,  she  was  admitted  to  dine  with  the  Duke  of  York  ; 
nay,  his  Royal  Highness  was  so  fond  of  her,  that  she  was  quite 
familiar  and  ft  equently  present  at  conversations  between  his 
&oyal  Highness  and  Mrs.  Clarke.  Yet  this  about  French's 
^vy  was  the  only  instance  in  which  any  allusion  was  made  to 
wuhtary  piomotions.  Let' this  rest  upon  the  mind  of  the 
House.  But  what  was  thenatuie  of  this  allusion  ?  Why  the 
Duke  of  York,  as  Miss  Taylor  said,  addressed  Mrs.  Claike  in 
something  to  this  effect — "  French  is  very  teazing  tome — how 
does  he  behave  to  you,  darling?"  To  which  she  answered, 
*'  middling — not  very  well*"  Upon  which  rejoined  the  Duke, 
**  Let  Master  French  take  care,  or  I'll  cut  him  up  and  his  levy- 
too."  Now  was  it  probable,  that  any  thing  like  this  would 
have  been  said  if  there  had  been  any  conupt  baigain,  and  that 
too  m  the  presence  of  a  girl  who  had  never  heard  the  subject 
©f  Militaiy  Piomotions  touched  upon  before?  The  Duke's 
complaint  of  French's  levy,  implied  no  connivance  upon  his 
Royal  Higbness's  part  at  any  corrupt  transactions  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  It  might  rather  be  conceived  to  mean  an  appeal  tc§ 
the  opinion  of  that  woman,  whethei  French  was.  not  generally 
a  teazing  or  troublesome  character.  Ceitainly  the  meaning 
imputed  was  not  to  be  mfenedupon  any  principle  of  liber, 
aftty  or  justice.  It  was  stated  by  Mrs,  Claike,  that  she  was  tQ 
jeceive  two  thousand  pounds  fiom  Colonel  Fiench  <md  some 
of  that  money  was  said  to  have  been  paid  by  Sandon  She  was 
to  receive  more  as  the  levy  went  on.  Now  considering  pi0^ 
babdities,  an(d  companng  Mrs.  Claike's  contingent  interest  1n 
the  continuance  of  the  levy  with  Mi,  Grant's  testimony)  co"ld 
Jt  be  ciedited  that  if  there  was  a  corrupt  coatract  in  w  hic]\ 
the  Duke  of  Yoi  k  was  to  participate,  or  had  connived?  Colone} 
French's  levy  would  have  been  put  an  end  to,  so  veiy 
soon  too  aftei  Miss  Taylor  had  heard  the  alleged  menace  > 
By  putting  an  end  to  the  levy,  did  he  not  cut  off  all  hPpes  0f 
piofit  that  might  anse  from  it ?  He  not  only  did  this,  bu£  jle 
completely  mined  the  man  who  was  employed  in  laismg 
the  levy.  "Would  any  man  of  common  sense  be  so  absurd, 
sq  rash?  so  inconsiderate,  as  to  put  himself  so  in  the  power 
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of  a  ruinecl  and  irritated  man  The  very  fact  ef  the  discon- 
tinuance of  the  levy  \vas  sufficient  to  prove  that  the  Duke 
never  could  have  been  privy  to  any  corrupt  bargain  between 
Mrs  Clarke  and  Colonel  Fiench.  If  he  had,  be  durst  not 
have  put  an  end  to  it.  Exposure  and  disgrace  would  have 
been  the  inevitable  consequence  But  it  was  said,  and  \\ith 
some  speciousness,  not  that  he  put  an  end  to  the  levy,  but 
that  he  continued  it,  notwithstanding  the  complaints  of  Co-~ 
lonel  Taylor  and  the  Inspecting  Officer  of  the  London  dis- 
trict, longer  than  he  ought,  and  that  the  leave  foi  a  tnal 
of  two  months  additional  was  obtained  through  the  influence 
of  Mrs  Claike.  It ''would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  this  levy  was  foi  general  service,  and  that  it  was 
gi anted  at  a  time  when  there  was  a  great  demand  for  lecrutts^ 
particularly  in  the  Edst  Indies,  whither  only  men  reciuited 
tor  gene  lai  set  vice  could  be  sent,  that  it  was  gi  anted  at  a 
time  when  rectuiting  for  general  service  was  subject  to  gieat 
disadvantages,  in  consequence  of  th^' damp  thi own  upon  it 
by  two  measures,  the#  Army  of  Reseive  and  the  Additional 
Foice  Acts  Nothing  therefore  was  more  fair  and  reason- 
able, as  well  as  prudent,  on  the  pait  of  the  Commander  m  ^ 
Chief,  than  to  allow  this  Officer,  who  had  been  so  success- 
ful on  a  former  occasion,  a  further  tnal  for  a  short  and  li- 
mited period.  Was  theie  any  thing  wrong  in  allowing  him 
two  shoit  months 

The  next  charge  against  the  Duke  of  York,  was  his 
granting  a  Majority  to  Captain  Torryn,  because  that  Gentle- 
man had  paid  a  sum  of  money  to  Mrs.  Claike.  It  had  beea 
said,  that  Captain  Tonyn  could  not  have  obtained  his  Majo- 
rity without  Mrs.  Claike's  intetference  ,  but  he  would  appeal 
to  any  man  whether  that  could  have  been  the  fatt.  Cap- 
tain Tonyn  had  been  recommended  for  piomotion  long  be- 
fore it  took  place,  by  his  father,  General  Tonyn,  who  w  as  an 
old  and  meritorious  Officer,  and  recommendations  fiom  men 
of  his  rank  and  charactei  were  always  attended  to  1  1 1  also  ap- 
peared that  Captain  Tonyn's  promotion  was  perfectly  regular, 
because  it  was  rot  the  act  of  the  Duke  of  York  himself,  but  of 
Colonel  Gordon,  who  m  the  regular  loutine  of  business,  took 
him  from  the  list  of  Senior  Gaptams,  as  one  of  fitty-thiee  who 
were  ordeied  for  promotion.  Nothing  like  partiality  had  been 
shewn  him,  as  thirteen  of  those  fifty-three  were  junior  to  him, 
some  one  yeai,  some  two,  and  one  of  them  had  been  three  years 
youngei  than  he  on  the  list  of  Captains 

With  lespect  to  the  mystenous  note,  doubts  had~been  had 
upon  Us  authenticity,*  and  he  could  of  his  own  knowledge  say, 

*  Boat  '  Him 

Pp3  th<U 
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that  if  the  life  or  hbeity  of  any  person  depended  upon  it,  no 
Judge  or  Jui  y  in  the  country  would  admit  it.  For  argument's 
sake  however,  he  should  suppose  it  genuine,  and  what  was  the 
amount  of  it  ?  "  Tony^s  business  shall  remain  as  it  is,  God 
bless  you."  Could  any  thing  be  tiaced  from  this  to  shew  that 
the  Duke  had  acted  fiom  corrupt  motives  *  Had  he  so  far 
committed  himself,  was  it  possible  that  it  could  have  escaped 
the  recollection  of  Mis.  Claike,  who  had  taken  so  much  pains, 
to  adduce  every  circumstance  that  could  be  constiued  to  bear 
upon  the  Duke  ?  Had  the  whole  Note  been  produced,  it  might 
very  likely  be  found  to  apply  to  something  else,  which  in 
3n  itself  was  perfectly  innocent  and  ,iegal  But  there  was 
another  circumstance  coming  out  of  this  nest  of  false 
■witnesses,  which  shews  it  could  not  have  1  elated  to  the 
coruipt  transaction  to  which  it  is  endeavoured  to  apply  it. 
The  note  was  wrapped  up  in  a  cover  from  Dover.  What 
did  Sandon  say  ?  Not  that  he  so  wrapped  it  up,  but  that  he 
jeceived  the  two,  the  note  and  the  cover,  fiom  Mrs.  Clarke, 
to  shew  Tonyn;  to  convince  him  by  the  frank  on  the  lattei, 
that  they  weieboth  n<  the  hand  of  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
Let  the  House  examine  the  date  on  the  envelope.  They 
would  iindthat  it  heais  date  five  days  aftei  the  promotion  of 
Tonyn  was  gazetted  ,  not  five  days  after  his  appointment  01 
recommendation,  but  after  he  was  actually  gazetted.  This 
was  sufficient  to  shew  that  this  note  could  not  have  been 
written  by  the  Duke,  or  that  it  could  not  have  been  written 
on  the  occasion  mentioned. 

The  next  charge  was  founded  on  Major  Shaw's  appoint- 
ment. It  appeared  that  that  Gentleman  had  originally  ap, 
plied  for  one  kind  of  promotion,  but  that  he  could  not  pro- 
direct,  and_ihat  he  afterwards  obtained  another.  The  army 
would  not  feel  much  surprise  to  know  of  the  circumstance, 
either  when  it  was  consideied  that  scaicely  a  month  elapsed 
without  Geneial  Bun  at  d  wilting  some  letteis  to  Colonel 
Gordon  in  Mr.  Shaw's  behalf.  Such  being  the  case,  it  would 
not  appear  necessary  to  apply  through  Mrs.  Clarke  for  the 
appointment  of  Bairack-Master-Geneial  of  the  Gape  of  Good 
Hope  The  complaint  was  not  against  the  appointment,  but  be- 
cause that  officer  was  impioperly  put  upon  the  half  pay,  when 
they  supposed  him  to  have  been  entitled  to  remain  upon  the  full 
establishment  Bat  it  ought  to  be  lecollected  that  he  was  per- 
fectly aware  of  the  teim^on  which  he  went  out,  which  was  con- 
famed  by  the  letters  of  Gen.Burrard  and  the  testimony  of  Capt. 
baiidon  3  hat  Major  Shaw  had  not  been  imposed  upon  no  one 
*  Quid  den>  >  but  to  say  that  he  had  been  reduced  tluough 
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fclie  means  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was  ridiculous,  as  it  was  in  evi- 
dence that  he  could  not  remain  as  Bariack  &Ia*ter,  except- 
ing his  regiment  should  be  there  stationed,  so  that  he  could 
dd  both  duties  at  the  same  time.  As  to  the  osher  agree- 
ment, wheieby  Mr.  Shaw  was  to  allow  Mrs.  Clarke  three 
hundied  pounds  a  year,  no  man  could  have  been  a  greater 
sfci  anger  to  it  than  the  Commandei  in  Chief. 

Upon  the  only  remaining  part  of  the  matter,  properly  sub- 
ject to  the  consideration,  of  the  House,  as  the  Learned  Gen- 
tleman conceived,  namely,  that  of  Caiter,  he  expiessed  a 
wish  that  the    honourable    Mover  had  yielded   to  the 
voice  of  liberality,  to  the  declared  request  ©f  Mis.  Clarke 
herself,  by  omitting  any  allusion  to  such  a  case — by  not  at- 
tempting to  bolster  up  a  failing  cause,  by  the  introduction 
of  a  case  which  any  one  possessed  of  the  common  feelings  of 
humanity  should  decline  to  mention.    It  appealed  that  this 
young  man,  Cartel,  was  an  orphan, and  not  one  of  the  common 
class,  but  the  oiphan  of  a  meritorious  officer,  who  had  bled 
in  the  service  of  his  country.    {A  cry  of  No  1  no  1 — no  tvidtnce 
~®f  that  )  The  fact  was  that  no  xroiruption  was    at  all  ascnb- 
abletothe  case  of  this  lad.    Did  it  not  appear  that  he  was 
recommended  in  1801  by  Captain  Sutton,  of  the  artillery,  and 
that  he  was  not  brought  up  after  the  manner  of  a  seivant? 
His  letters,  indeed,  manifested  a  supenor  degree  of  educa- 
tion.   Let  it  be  recollected  that  he  was  recommended  and 
promised  promotion  in  1801.    As  to  his  connection  with  the 
family  of  Mis.    Clarke — as  to  his  assisting  other  seivants 
cleaning  knives,  oi  his  going  behind  the  coach  only  twice  as 
the  coachman  stated,  and  whether  by  night  ^or  by  day,  was 
not  mentioned  ;  the  Duke  of  York  was  not  proved  to  know 
any  thing  of  that.    1  he  punci^al  employment  of  Carter  was 
to  go  to  school^  and  was  that  the  usual  occupation  of  a  ser- 
vant ; — was~  it  pioved   that  the  Duke    knew  any  thing  of 
Carter's  acting  at  all  as. a  servant,  except  in  waiting  upon 
himself  at  dinnei  ?    (A  loud  cry  of  hear1  heai  f)  Were  gen- 
tleman who  cued  heai  hear,  he  would  ask,  'so  ignorant  of  the 
world  as  not  to  know  that  many  of  then  superiors  waited  at 
table  on  Princes  of  the  Blood  Royal  ?    He  would  ask  also, 
why  servants,  with  the  education  of  Samuel  Carter,  were 
unworthy  of  military  promotion  ?    Were -gentlemen  so  ur- 
aCquamted  with  the  army  as  not  to  know  that  many  persons 
ong'nally   inferior  m  rank  to  servants,  now  held  commis- 
sions, and  formed  some  of  the  highest  and  most  respected 
ornaments  of  the  military  profession!1    Why  then  reflect  u p- 
on-such  a  young  man  as  Samuel  Carter  ?  God  forbid  that  the 
House  should  be  so  foigetful  ,of  the  duty  which  it  owed  to 
humanity  and  to  its  own  character  as  to  find  fault  with  the 

Duke 
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Dtrke  of  York  for  such  a  promotion  as  actually  entitled  him 
to  praise 

He  would  endeavour  to  detain  the  House  as  little  longer  as 
possible,  and  would  therefore  content  himself  with  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  comments  which  had  been  made  on  the  evi- 
dence by^  the  Hon  Gentleman.  It  had  been  argued  that 
though  no  scintilla  of  eVidence  had  been  given  that  the  Duke 
of  York  was  privy  to  or  Cognizant  of  those  tiansactions,  yet 
it  rmibt  be  presumed  he  could  not  but  know  that  Mrs  Clarke 
could  not  keep  up  such  an  establishment,  and  live  in  the  ex- 
travagant manner  she  did,  without*some  fund  being  pi ovided 
trom  which  it  should  be  supported.  He  thought,  however, 
thib  was  a  delusive  and  fallacious  mode  of  argument ,  for 
there  were,  he  believed,  very  few  persons  of  fashion  and  large 
fortune  who  fairly  understood  how  to  conduct  themselves 
upon  the  principles  of  revenue  and  expendituie  It  was  a  crl- 
tenon  of  conduct  which  he  believed  was  but  little  undei  stood 
and  still  less  acted  on  by  persons  in  high  life.  He  happened 
to  have  been  acquainted  about  forty  yeais  ago  with  those  who 
were  the  Preceptors  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  Duke  of 
York,  and  they  allowed  they  were  both  very  quick  at  learning 
in  general,  but  that  they  found  it  utterly  impracticable  tt) 
teach  them  any  thing  respecting  the  value  c^f  money  1  hough 
they  comprehended  the  most  difficult  parts  of  education,  they 
had  no  idea  of  the  value  of  a  guinea  It  had  been  pioved,  or 
admittedto  be  proved,  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  paid  large 
sumsto  vintners  foi  wines,  and  to  other  tradesmen  foi  various 
articles  of  furmtuie,  &c.  amounting  m  the  whole  to  upwaids 
of  five  thousand  pounds  in  about  two  years  ;  and  in  so  short 
a  time  could  it  be  supposed  that  his  Royal  Highness  wa<s 
likely  to  have  enteied  into  the  cool  and  deliberate  calculations 
of  a  man  who  sits  down  to  make  companson  between  his  reve- 
mie  ai^d  expendituie?  It  appeared,  that  during  the  period  he 
was  then  alluding  to,  both  the  Duke  and  Mrs  Clarke  had  of- 
ten been  in  great  want  of  money.  He  was  pi essed  severely, 
and  she  in  her  turn  very  waimly  piessed  him*  If  his  Royal 
Highness  was  so  very  corrupt  as  had  been  stated,  and  these 
transactions  had  actually  taken  place,  wheie  could  have  been 
the  want  of  money?  Was  theie  not  a  mill  of  money  fiom 
which  they  might  most  abundantly  have  supplied  themselves  > 
The  Membeis  of  that  House  might  well  know,  that  the  offi- 
ceis  of  the  army  amount  to  upwards  of  eleven  thousand,  who 
aieail  eager  and  zealous  of  promotion,  and  great  mimbeibof 
whom  had  not  only  the  means,  but  the  anxious  wish  and  de- 
sign, to  obtain  pi  omotion  and  superiot  iank  in  their  professi- 
on, and  who  would  give  any  money  within  their  power  to 
gratify  their  ambition.   Had  these  transactions  then  taken 

place? 
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placet  money  could  not  have  been  wanting  either  to  MiS. 
Claike  or  the  Duke  of  York  ,  and  in  his  opinion  there  could 
not  be  a  stronger  proof  that  the  whole  w^s  a  matter  of  ima- 
gination, and  could  have  no  foundation  m  fact.  The  Learned 
Gentleman  than  desired  the  House  to  call  to  mind  the  con- 
duct of  the  Duke  ofYoik,  when  the  peison  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  pecuniary  transactions  in  which  Mrs.  Clarke 
was  implicated,  as  having  used  his  nane  ,  and  he  asked,  if  the 
Duke  was  conupt,and  had  given  way  to  his  inclination,  would 
he  have  ventured  at  that  moment  to  quarrel  with  that  lady  ? 
He  paid  a  gieat  compliment  to  the  knowledge  and  charactei  of 
Mr.  Lowten,  who  was  the  peison  so  employed,  and  insisted 
that  he  was  above  all  idea  of  overlooking  any  corrupt  agi ce- 
ment, if  any  such  ever  existed. 

Another  presumption  in  favour  of  his  Royal  Highness  was 
that  when  a  person  set  off  with  an  intent  to  entei  into  corrupt 
ractices,  he  generally  looked  abou  t  for  persons  as  agerts  who, 
eing  corrupt  themselves,  would  easily  entei  into  all  his 
Views.  Look  then  to  those  who  were  employed  on  that  occa- 
sion by  the  Duke  of  York  ;  look  to  Colonel  Loraine  ;  to  Ge* 
neral  Brownnggej  but,  above  all,  look  to  that  friend  on 
whom  he  lcposed  his  bosom  confidence  ;  an  officer,  whose  cha- 
ractei, honour,  and  integrity,  weie  an  honour  to  human  na- 
ture— Colonel  Gordon.  This  was  the  man  on  whom  he  placed 
his  greatest  tiust,  whom  he  chose  to  be  the  director  ofhis 
councils,  and  manager  of  his  most  important  military  con- 
cerns, at  the  very  time  when  his  connection  first  commenced 
with  Mrs.  Clarke,  and  when,  if  the  charges  were  true,  the/ 
would  stand  no  need  of  every  sort  of  assistance,  to  screen 
their coirup't  tiansactions  from  every  eye.  He  chose  Colonel 
Goic\on  to  fill  that  particular  office,  through  which  every 
matter  of  military  piomotion  must  pass,  and  without  whose 
perusal  no  tiansaction  could  be  brought  to  its  final  close  Un~ 
der  all  these"  circumstances,  he  had  fully  weighed  the  case,  and 
tiie  conclusion  he  had  formed,  on  the  most  matuie  and  delibe- 
rate consideiation,  was,  that  there  was  no  foundation  whatever 
foi  any  one  of  the  charge's 

It  might,  perhaps,  be  imputed  to  him,  that  fiom  the  situ- 
ation which  lie  held,  he  was  under  some  degree  of  bias  to  the 
Minister.  He  believed,  however,  theie  weie  not  many  per- 
sons in  the  House  who  had  so  little  to  hope  01  so  little  to  fear 
on  this  side  tr>e  grave  as  he  had  ,  and  he  could  safely  say,  that 
he  had  pronounced  the  real  sentiments  of  his  heart  without  fa- 
vour or  affection  to  either  side.  There  was  one  thing  he  had 
fotgot  to  mention,  viz.  that  the  motion  did  not  state  that  coj- 
(rupt  practices  had  been  proved  against  the  Duke  of  Yoik  It 
was  in  hib  opinion  the  duty  of  that  House  not  t©  vote  the  cat- 
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rying  up  of  any  Addtess  to  the  Thione  for  the  lemoval  of  his 
Royil  Highness  fiom  the  office  ot  Commander  m  Chief,  with- 
out  proving  satisfactorily,  that  he  had  been  a  party  to  these 
transactions  He  thought,  theiefore,  it  was,  in  point  of  huma- 
nity as  Well  as  justice,  a  duty  incumbent- on  the  House,  to  pro- 
ceed immediately  to  the  Inquiry,  whether  the  Duke  had  any 
participation  in  the  guilt  of  these  transactions.  Thinking  in 
this  manner,  he  must,  of  course,  object  to  the  motion. 

Mi  C u  r wen  moved,  that  the  question  might  beiead,  which 
being  done,  he  said  it  appeared,  that  it  was  suggested  the 
Duke  cf  York  was  privy  to  the  transactions      He   then  pro- 
ceeded to  obsei  ve,  that  the  Hon    and  Learned  Gentleman  who 
fiad  just  sat  down,  had  thought  it  necessary,  both  at  the  begin- 
nm'g  and  conclusion  of  his  aigumert,  to  make  professions  of 
the  purty  of  his  motives     For  his  own  pait  he  disdained  to 
imke  any  such  professions,  he  would  leave  it  to  his  own  conduct 
to  speak  to  the  charactei  of  his  punciplcs,  it  was  the  less  ambi- 
guous text,  and  he  would  nevet  be  disposed  to  substitute  vague 
piotefsionln  its  place     He  theiefoie  did  not  undeistand  why 
the  Honourable   Gentleman  who  had  just   sat   down,  had 
thought  it  necessaiy  to  make  them,  01  why  he  suspected  that 
he  might  be  the  subject  of  such  imputations    In  every  view 
Of  the   present  question  its  impoitance  was  tr«nscendant  ; 
never,  within  those  walls  had  so  impo.  tant  a  question  been 
discussed.    It  theiefoie  became  the  House  to  look  well  to 
what  the  countiy  expected  from  them — the  eyes  of  Eng- 
land weie  upon  them,  and  every  man,   as  he  valued  Eng- 
land, should  make  up  his  mind,  however  painful  and  delicate 
the  task,  to  discharge  his  duty  to  the  people  firmly  and  con- 
scientiously — He  set  out  with  insisting  that  it  was  not  neces- 
saiy  to  prove  the  actual  participation  of  the  Du Ire  of  York 
in  the  tonuption.    If  there  had  been  evidence  pioduced  piov- 
ing  that  gi eat  and  shameful  practices  of  corruption  hadpie- 
vailedm  that  department'  for  many  yeais  back,  he  contended 
for  it  that,  even  admitting  his  innocence  as  to  the  knowledge 
of  such  piactices,  still  his  veiy  ignoiance  of  them  vas  mote 
than  sufficient  proof  that  he  was  an  unfit  person  to  fill  the  high 
and  responsible  situation  he   now  holds.   (Hear  f  hear  J)  But 
is  it  foi  a  moment  denied  that  the  existence  of  those  abuses 
have  been  satisfactorily  pioved  ?  There  was  no  doubt  left  in 
the  mind  of  any'  man  as  to  that  point  ,  and  what  then  was  the 
strongest  defence  set  up  for  him  >  That  though  such  trans- 
actions* might  have  taken  place,  he  was  ignorant  ol  them,  so 
that  his  defence  admitted  his  incapacity  ,  foi  surely  it  was  his 
duty  to  have  detected  those  abuses,  to  have  extirpated  them 
fiom  the  army     He  would  say  then,  that  the  defence  reso*  led 
to,  proved  that  the  Duke  of  Ycik  (even  admitting  his  inno- 
cence 
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cencc  on  the  score  of  corruption)  was  ,  so  remiss  in  the  dis- 
charge  of  his  duty,  that  injustice  to  the  army,  in  justice  to 
the  public,  he  ought  to  be  dismissed  from  it." 

But  the  Learned  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had  said  a  good 
deal  upon  the  nature  of  that  evidence  coming;  from  an  accom- 
plice ;  why,  no  doubt  it  was  not  so  unquestionable  as  that 
ef  witnesses  not  implicated,'  but  where,  he  would  ask,  were 
they  to  find  witnesses,  or  how  come  at  the  proof  of  corruption 
but  from  accomplices  *  how,  but  from  those  who  were  them- 
selves engaged  in  corrupt  practices  ?  But,,  was  there  nothing 
corroborating  that  sort  of  evidence?  He  did  confess  he  was 
astonished  at  the  very  partial  and  circumscribed  view  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  taken  of  the  evidence.  When 
the  charges  were  first  brought  before  them  he  did  believe  that 
there  was  not  a  man  in  that  House  who  did  not  wish  from  his 
soul  that  they  would  not  be  proved,  (hear  I)  But  now,  after 
the  evidence  had  been  Vone  through,  how  few  were'  there  pre- 
sent who  could  from  their  conscience  say,  with  the  Learnedand 
Honourable  Gentleman,  that  in  that  evidence  there  were  not 
grotinds  for  those  charges,  {hear!  hear!)  The  Honourable 
and  Learned  Gentleman  had  in  the  course  of  his  speech  paid 
a  compliment  to  the  candour  and  fairness  with  which  the  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  who  brought  forward  ?he  charges  had 
throughout  the  whole  business  conducted  himself.  He  thought  \ 
no  compliment  »was  ever  better  merited  than  that , which  the 
Learned  Gentleman  had  so  justly  bestowed  ;  and  he  was  sure 
that  not  only  that  House  but  the  whole  country  would  allow 
he  had  undertaken  a  most  arduous  task,  which  he  had  exe- 
cuted with  the  greatest  coolness,  candour,  and  ability,  in 
which  he  had  done  hiniself  the  highest  honour. 

The  first  case  was  Colonel  French's  Levy.  Here'he  would 
ask  but  one  question — Why,  after  Colonel  Taylor's  report,  was 
Colonel  Frenqh  permitted  to  continue  ?  Why  nor  dismissed  ? 
Why  so  totally  overlooked  ?  Two  hundred  men  in  nine 
months  !'  Could  his  Royal  Highness  have  been  deceived  upon 
this  point  ?  Was  it  all  a  mistake'  on  his  part,  owing  to  a  de- 
ficiency of  education,  to  his  not  having  been  taught  to  count, 
as  the  Learned  Gent,  seemed  so  gravely  to  deplore  J  But  taking 
the  question  in  another  point  of  view,  for  hitherto  he  supposed 
the  Duke  innocent  of  corruption^  and  argued  that  his  avowed 
remissness  was  such  as  imperiously  called  for  his  dkmissal---but 
in  the  other  view  .of  the  question — whether  or  not  the  Duke 
gave  his  sanction  to  corrupt  pVactice,  this  was  a  part  of  the  case 
on  which  the  House,  was  called  upon  for  its  most  solemn  judg- 
ment. Look  then  to  Major  Tonyn's  case  ;  the,  letter  that  had 
excited  so  much  interest  had  been  denominated  by  the  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  a  mysterious  letter.     Could  that  Ho- 
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noura'ble  Gentleman  have  seen  that  letter  he  Would  not  have 
applied  to  it  such  an  epithet.  He  never  saw  a  paper  more  des- 
titute of  mystery.  The  evidence  to  the  authenticity  of  that 
letter  was  in  the  recollection  of  the  House.  They  saw  Colonel 
Gordon  when  it  was  handed  to  him — they  could  not  but  have 
been  affected  with  his  emotions,  and  have  felt  for  his  situa- 
tion. The^answef s,  which,  as  a  mai>  of  honour  he  felt  himself 
bound  to  give,  were  given  ill  a  manner  as  if  they  drew  drops  of 
bioodfrom  his  heart.  The  House  too  would  remember  how  Co- 
lonel Gordon's  evidence  was  borne  out  by  that  of  General 
Hope,  given  with  a  candour  tiuly  characteristic  of  that  gallant 
officer  j'and  how  both  were  confirmed  by  the  subsequent  tes- 
timony Of  the  Learned  and  Honourable  Gentleman  wlio  follow- 
ed them.  There  was  too  a  circumstance  which  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  immaterial; — the  paper  on  which  this  note  was 
written  was  office  papery  'a  commodity  not  likely  to  occur  to  any 
one  who  would  forge  such  a  note.  In  short,  he  did  believe  in 
his  conscience  that  that  note  was  in  the  genuine  hand  writ- 
ing of  the  Duke  of  York  ;  that  it  was  his  letter^  that  that  let- 
ter was  written  for  the  sole  purpose  of  preventing  the  mo- 
ney being  returned.  Here  then  was  one  instance  that  went 
to~prove  the  Duke's  sanctioning  corrupt  practices  ;  and  if  the 
House  believed  that,  or  any  single  instance  of  such  conduct, 
could  they  hesitate  in  agreeing  to  the  Resolutions } 

Was  a  man  capable  of  countenancing  or  conniving  at  corrup- 
tion, fit  at  any  time  to  hold  any,  the  humblest  post  under  the 
Government;  but  at  such  times  as  the  piesent,  was  the  second 
subject  of  the  realm  to  be  allowed  to  fill  the  most  impoitant 
office  under  the  Crown,  afrer  he  had  given,  with  impunity, 
such  an  example  to  the  people  of  England  ? — It  would  be  a 
vain,  a  dangeious  attempt  to  tiy  to  nauow  their  great  judicial 
inquiry  within  the  petty  limits  of  legal  nicety — Mere  they  to  be 
driven  from  "the  grand  object  of  national  investigation — to 
detect,  ti ace,  follow  up,  and  hunt  outcoiruption,  appear  where 
and  when,  and  how  it  may,  however  qualified,  however  dis- 
guised, or  however  sanctioned — this  was  their  object — this 
*ras  what  their  constituents  would  expect,  and  had  a  right  to 
expect  from  them — they  were  not  to  be  driven  from  it  to 
search  for  legal  distinctions,  or  lose  themselves  in  desultory 
discussions  upon  forms.  It  was  not  an  Old  Bailey  case — 
(Heart)  They,  as  representatives  of  the  People,  were  not  to 
be  deterred  from  condemning  what  was  criminal,'  by  being  told 
that  they  were  travelling  out  of  the  record — where  there  was 
criminality,  where  there  was  coiruption,  he  would  not  stop 
to  examine  the  intricacies  of  the  laws  of  evidence,  or 
to  square  opinion  ivith  opinion,  o*  charge  with  proof,  but 
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expose  it  at  once,  without  waiting  to  ascertain,  from  Learned 
Gentlemen  whether  it  lay  within  the  record  or  not. 

He  would  therefore  cpen  his  ears  to  every  charge  of  corrup- 
tion, and  he  could  not  here  sufficiently  express  his  astonish- 
ment that  the  Learned  Gentleman  who  had  preceded  him, 
long,  and  no  doubt  ab-iy  as  he  had  gone  into   the  charges, 
should  huve  wholly  overlooked  the  evidence  of  General  Cla~ 
vering  md  his  letters — {Hear!  hear!)  Did  those  letters  tend  to 
prove  no  long  and  habitual  intercourse  upon  the  subject  of 
the  corrupt  bartering  of  promotion,  and  as  to  this  point  did 
Miss  Taylor's  testimony  wholly  go  for  rfothing?    The  Ho- 
norable and  Learned  Gentleman  hid,  at  great  length,  gone 
into  an  exposure  of  the  gross  prevarications  of  Capfain  San- 
don,  perhaps  the  House  thought  that  unnecessary  ;  bat  what 
must  they  have  thought,  or  at  least,  how  much  must  they 
have  been  at  a  loss  to  discover  the  object  of  the  Honoura- 
ble Gentleman,  when  after  having  resorted  to  every  means 
to  shew,  and  succeeded  in  shewing,  which,  certainly  was  not 
very  difficult  to  do  ;  then  proceeds  to  argue  from  that  evi- 
dence which  lie  had  just  overturned. 

The  next  case  he  should  advert  to,  was  that  of  Colonel 
Shaw  Was  there,  or  was  there  not,  a  corrupt  motive  ope- 
rating somewhere,  as  to  the  appointment  of  this  Officer,  tke 
many  prior  refusals  and  subsequent  sudden  reduction-  to 
half  pay?  But  why  was  he  reduced?  The  influence  which 
had  raised  him  deserted  him  as  soon  as  he  failed  to  make 
good  his  bargain  ;  the  fact  evidently  was  that  they  had  not 
kept  their  word,  they  had  not  made  good  their  contract,  and 
he  was  reduced  accordingly,  so  that  this  rather  tended  to 
confirm  the  very  charge  it  was  supposed  by  some  to  do 
away. 

Upon  the  article  of  expenditure  a  great  deal  had  been  said. 
He  had  heard  the  Duke  defended  on  the  score  of  that  dispo- 
sition to  generosity,  that  was  to  be  considered  as  rather  an 
amiable  weakness.  Me  must  be  glad  to  hear  any  thing  com- 
mendatory of  the  royal  disposition  of  the  Illustrious  Person, 
but  were  there  not  some  stubborn  facts  as  to  the  pawning  off 
jewels?  were  there  not  diamonds  in  pawn?  and  was  it  in 
consequence  of  this  amiable  weakness  that  they  had,  been 
pawned?  But  he  put\t  to  any  one  man  who  heai  d  him,  would 
he  in.  the  case  of  such  a  connection  have  suffered  that  per- 
son to  have  encountered  expences  so  far  beyond  her  means 
without  providing  some  sort  of  re-imbursement  ?  The  Learn- 
ed Gentleman  had  told  thenrr  of  the  means  to  which  the 
Puke,  if  corrupt  might  have  resorted.  The  Honourable 
Gentleman  had  compared  it  to  a  mill  that  could  g*jnd  an 
inexhaustible  supply.     Why,    perhaps,    such  a  source  of 
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corritption  might  be  so'  illustrated;  but  then  it  -would  be 
more  just  to  call  it  a  wind-mill — it  would  not  go  at  ail 
times  ,  nor,  perhaps,  could  it  be  safe  to  set  it  a  going  at  all 
times  (a  laugh),  He,  however,  agreed  with  the  Honourable 
Gentleman,  that  there  was  afriple  power,  arid  he  feared  too 
much  opportunity,  to  abuse,  and  grossly  abuse,  the  high 
trust  dedicated  to  his  Royal  Highness  ;  •  and  therefore  was  he 
of  opinion,  that  it  was  impossible  for  that  House  to  be  too 
cautious,  or  look  with  too  jealous  an  eye  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  great  means  and  duties  connected  with  that  high 
office  are  disposed  a??d  administered.  When  the  charges 
were  brought  forward  lie  felt  deep  regret ;  but  he  felt  much 
.more  in  teeing  how  those  charges  had  been  supported,  how 
fully  they  had  been  established.  It  was,  indeed,  a  most 
painful  reflection,  'that  such  charges  could  have  been 
I ro ught  home  to  such  a  personage.  He  strongly  felt  for  him. 
li is  situation  must  be  infinitely  more  afflicting  to- him  than 
the  severest  penalty  of  the  law  could  be  to  an  ordinary  offen- 
der. The  loss  of  life  cannot  5oi  him  be" for  a  moment  com* 
parable  to  the  loss  of  character.  He  lamented  it — he  deplo- 
red the  conduct  that  ledto  it. 

Every  man,  he  was  sure,  must  feel  for  the  situation  in 
*\  hich  His  Majesty  u  as  placed,  by  this  business  ;  but  as  duty 
was  the  motive  by  which  they  were  to  be  guided,  they  must 
see  that  its  dictates  excluded  the  operation  of  such  conside- 
jations.     It  had  been   said,    there    were    conspiracies  of 
Jacobiris,    He  believed  there  wcie  no  Jacobins  j  but  where 
it  was  evident  that  abuses  and  coriuptions  existed  to  a  very 
great  degree,  no  wonder  the  people  of  the  (Country  should  be 
dissatisfied.,  They  were  obliged  to,  submit  to  great  piiva- 
tions ;  yet  he  believed  if  such   moderate  leforms  were  agreed 
to  be  made  as  to  give  them  hopes  that  ihe  affairs  of  the  coun- 
try would  be  properly  administered  in  future,  the  country 
would  be  quiet  and    contented.     Xhe  Hon.   and  Learned 
Gentleman  had  spoken  with  great  feeling  on  the  situation  of 
Samuel  Carter,    as  being  recommended  by  a  meritorious 
officer.    He  thought',  however,  the  case  of  Carter  was  one 
of  those  which  tended  materially  to  disgust  the  army,  and 
to  weaken  the  zeal  and  spirit  of  all  ranks  in  that  profession. 
These  were  not  times,  to  shut  our  eyes  against  corruption-— 
its  effects  were  most  highly  injurious,  and  rt  behoved  us  to 
meet  them  boldly  and  endeavour  to  overthrow  them.  He, 
for  one,  was  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  this,  and  should 
therefore  give  his  cordial  assent  t©  the  Motion  which  had 
just  been  made  by  the  Hon.  Gentleman. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  he 
should  unquestionably  have   submitted  to  the  House  his 
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Opinion  on  the  present  question  immediately  after  the  speech 
of  the  Hon.  Mover,  had  not  his  Hon.  and  Learned  Friend  be- 
hind him  addressed  the  House  under  circumstances  which  must 
have  induced  any  man  to  waive  any  intention  of  that  kind 
wliich  he  iriight  have  entertained.     The  situation,  the  cha- 
racter,: the  experience,  the  year*,  every  thing  which,  in  him,-., 
self  was  wanting,  and  which  his    Honourable  arid  Learned 
Friend  possessed,  demanded  that  he  should  £\ve  way  to  him 
on.  this  occasion.    Most  fortunate  was  it  fur  the  House  that 
he  had  done   so,  for  certainly,  kis  Hon.  and  Learned  Friend 
had  delivered  one  of  the  most  able,  impressive,  and  impor- 
tant speeches  that  ever  fell  from  from  the  Hps  of  man,*      ^  , 
Although  he  hud  been. in  many  points  completely  antici- 
pated by  his  Bon.  and  Learned  Friend,  he  yet  felt  th  it  it.- 
would  be  his  duty  to  trouble  the  House  at  considerable  length 
in  the  examination  and  comparison  of  the  evidence  that  bad 
been  adduced  before  ihsm.  :  He  was  anxious,  therefore,  not 
ro  waste  much  of  their  time  in,  preli miliary  observation  j  but 
he  could  not  refrain  from  requesting  that  they  would  take  a 
retrospecm  e  view  of  the  occurrences  of  the  few  last  weeks  ; 
and  that  they  would  consider  the  manner  in  which  the  subject: 
at  present   under  discussion  was  originally  proposed.  it 
must  bein  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  when  the  Hon. 
Gentleman  first  agitated  this  question,  it  was  distinctly  on 
the  .ground  that  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yo'rk  had 
been  guilty,  not  merely  of  incorrectness,  or  of  any  minor 
error,   but  of  corrupt  practices.    On   the  ground  that  the 
puke  of  York  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices  the  pre- 
sent inquiry  was  adopted;    That  charge  having  been  made, 
it  became  the  imperative  duty  of  the  house  to  pronounce  its 
judgment — aye,    or   no — guilty,   or  not  guilty.     It  was  a 
charge,,  which,  if  proved,  must  condemn  the  accused  indi- 
yidual  to  disgrace  and  infamy.    Injustice  to  that  individual, 
in  just  ice,  to  the  public,  it  became  that  Parliament,  by  whom 
tliat  charge  was  entertained,  effectually  to  dispose  of  it,  and 
hot  to  fight  shy  On  such  all  important  question. 

But  what  was  the  course  which  the  Hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
scribed? Having  made  a  charge  of  corruption,  having  accused 
his  Royal  Highness  of  a  knowledge  of  corrupt  practices,,  he 
did  hot  manfully  persist,  in  his  accusation.  Instead  of  calling 
iipoiKthe  House  for  judgement  upon  that  charge  of  corrup- 
tion, he  hides  it  in  a  general  address,  where  he  calls,  upon 
'tjie  H(>us0,to.,say  in  a  lump,  that  the  charges  are  substantially 
true.  Bait  he  on  the  other  hand,  would  call  fcr  the  decision 
of  the  House,  upon  this  great  and  most  important  charpe  of 
corruption,  and  he  would  ask*- Where  was  it  brought  home  ? 
where -was  the  corpus  delicti}  or  if  the  illustrious  pei  son  was  not 
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grdlty  of  couuption,  was  that  the  way  in  which  he  was  to  be 
got  off  after  serving  the  public  for  sixteen  yeaism  away  that 
raised  "the  character  of  the  army  ?  was  he  upon  such  a  charge  as 
that  to  be  sent  out  upon  the  country  in  a  doubtful  manner? 
was  it  to  be  left  in  doubt  by  the  House  of  Commons,  who 
gravely  entertained  the  charge,  whether  it  had  been  proved 
or  not*  or  \i  hether  a  personage  so'near  the  thione  was  or  was 
i)0.t  guilty  of  the-basest  of  ciinies  ?  For  there  was  no  term 
of  degradation  he  thought  sufficiently  strong  to  convey  his 
abhorrence  of  the  nature  and  consequences  of  corruption — not 
all  the  infamy  that  had  lately  disgraced]  the  bar  of  the  House 
of  Commons/  amounted  to  the  shameless  and  abandoned  cri- 
minality of  con uption.  And  were  they  to  turn  forth  upon 
the .  .public  the  second  son  of  their  King  with,  a  doubt 
upon  him,  in  ca<fe  he  was  innocent  ;  or  were  they  to  be  con- 
tent with  such  half  measures,  if  they  thought  him  guilty? 
He  put  it  to  the  House,  he  put  it  to  the  honour,  to  the  justice, 
to' the  leeling,  to  the  humanity  of  every  man  who  heard  him, 
if  such  a  charge  should  be  allowed  to  sleep  in  uncertainty  ; 
they  could  not,  for  their  own  dignity  take  such  timid  courses 
#s  had  seen  suggested ;  they  would  disgrace  the  Mouse  of 
Commons*;  and  however  industriously  it  mi^ht  be  shaped  and 
softened  down,  and  qualified,  for  the  poor  purpose  of  picking 
up  a  straggling  vote  or  two,  yet  he  was  confident  the  House 
would  not  hastily  consent  to  do  any  thing  that  could  tend 
to  defeat  the  purposes  of  justice,  or  compromise  its  dignity  ; 
not  that  he  would  be  meant  as  imputing  it, to  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Wardle),  but  lie  thought  that  had  he  been 
lirft'  to  himself  he  would  have  made  a  different  appeal  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House-*— from  what  he  had  observed  of  that 
(Gentleman's  manly  feeling  and  ingenuousfiankness,,  he  would 
have,  adopted  a  proceeding  that  would  have  led  more  imme- 
diately to  ^decision  than  the  one  now  before  the  House  can  be 
supposed  calculated  to  dof  He  cei  tainly  did  think  that  the  Hon. 
Gentleman  hao!  not  been  self-ad\ ised — that  he  had  been  influen- 
ced by  others— Jhat  he  had  mixed  himselfwith  cooler  heads, who 
meant  much  more  than  he  thought  they  meaqt — (A  laugh  from 
the  opposition).  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  sa- 
tisfied, that  had  that  Gentleman  been  self-influenced  he  would 
not  after  bringing  forth  charges  of  corruption  have  suffered 
those  charges  to  be  afterwards  frittered  away  as  the}-  had 
been,  in  the  Resolutions  which  had,  been  moved. 

With  respect  to  the  course  t  hat  he  should  have  the  honour 
to  recommend,  it  would  commence  with,  coming  to  a  decisis 
on_ aye  or  no— on  the  personal  corruption orconnivance  (for  he 
allowed  they  were  the  same  thing)  of  his  Pvoyal  Highness; 
and  if  the  House  agreed  with  him,  he  should  then  tender  an 
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afne-ridmehrto  the  proposition  of  the  honourable  Gentlenlen,- 
by  \vhich  that  proposition  would  be  converted  into  a  reso-. 
iitticftyj(/Yfeat:  the  Ho'u-se  saw  no  '-ground  of  charge  against  his^ 
iVbyal  Highness  for  corruption,  or  connivance  in  corruption. 
This  was  an  opinion  which  he  had  formed, on  a  deliberate 
examination lof  the  circumstances  ;  and  he,  would  distinctly 
state  to  the  House  the  grounds  of  his  conviction.  He  allowed, 
that  he  had  not  come  unprejudiced  to  this  inquiry.    In  any 
age  or  country,  the  personal  corruption  of  individuals  hold- 
ing situations  of  high  trust  and  confidence,  ought  not  easily 
to  be  credited.    Surely  it  was  not  dealing  fairly  with  such- 
individuals,  to  condemn  them  upoa  grounds  on  which  the 
lowest  and  meanest  "of  the  people  would  be  acquitted*  It 
would  be  a  most  mischievous  encouragement  to  Jacobinism, 
were  we  to  declare,  that  these  were  grounds  for  condemning 
such  individuals,  because  we  saw  apparent  ground  multiply- 
ing iri  the  pamphlets  around  us.    Difficult  was  it  to  be  believ-. 
ed  that  any  man,  but  still  more  so,  that  an  individual  holding  , 
so  important  a  situation  as  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
York,  should,  for  such  a  contemptible  consideration  as  two 
thousand   five  hundred  pounds  or  three   thousand  pounds 
(and  this  was  the  utmost  that  was  attempted  to  be  proved' 
against  him',)  become  a  party  to  such  a  base  conspiracy  as  that 
of  which  he  was  accused  ;  or,  that  by  such  means,  he  would 
feed  and  slip  ply  the  adulterous  connection  in  which;  it  was, 
not  to  be  denied  fhat-he  was  engaged.     Such  a  departure 
from  public  principle,  and  from  every  feeling  valuable  to  a  . 
public  mapjjwas  not  to  be  credited  on  light    grounds.  He 
confessed,  that  every  prejudice  of  his  own  mind;was,in  the 
first  instance,  excited  against  the  probability  of  this-  accusation, 
being  well  founded,    It  had  been  proved- that  it  was  ill  found- 
ed; it  had  been  proved  that  his  Royal  -Hrghaess  was  as  free 
from  corruption  as  lie  had  originally  conceived  himto  be-.  If, 
however,  the  charges  were  sustained  by  the  House,  his  Royal; 
Highness  was  amenable  to  the  laws  ;  and"  in  that  easeiit  became 
them  to  impeach  him  for  his  ,all-c!ged  crime,  and  not  to;  impose 
oh  his  Majesty  that  task  which  it  was  their  duty  thenvsel  vesta . 
perform.    1  f  i he  House  thought  his  Royal  Highness  innocent, 
they  ought  to  declare  him  so  ;  if  they  thought  him  guilty  they 
ought  to  bi ing  him  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  -of 'iSbrds- and* 
put.  him  on  his  trial.     It  would   not  be  unusual  for  the 
House  to  bear  in  mind,  that  there  were  two  distinct  subjects  for 
their  .consideration  ;  in  the  first  place  the  question  of  the  guilt 
or  innocence  of  his  Royal  Highness  j  in  Hie  seeond^the  course : 
of  proceeding  which  must  ensue.    The  first  subject  was  a. 
judicial  examination  ;  and  the  determination  of  it  must  depend, 
on  an  accurate  and  careful  examinationof  the  evidence  that  had 
been  received  upon        The  existence  of  corrupt  practices 
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must  unquestionably  be  admitted  to  the  Hon*  Gentleman— tM 
cfti5y  question  Was,  whether  his  Royal  Highness  allowed  Mrs. 
Clar  ke  to  use  her  influence  with  him  corruptly  ?  Undoubtedly 
if  Mrs-  Clarke's  evidence  was  to  be  believed  there  could  be 
no  question  whatever.  The  case  was  fullyest  abhshed  with 
all  its  aggiavations.  It  was  not  neglect  or  connivance,  but 
original  sin  m  his  Royal  Highness,  which  Mis.  Clarke's  testi* 
mony  went  to  establish  ;  for  she  declared  that  when  she  was 
distfessedj  his  Royal  Highress  told  her  her  power  was  greater 
than  that  of  the  Queen,  and  that  if  she  was  a  clever  woman 
she  would  not  trouble  him  for  money.  It  was  to  be  observed 
1  hat  Mrs.  Claike  made  this  statement  but  once.  She  never 
ventuied  to  repeat  it,  although  she  declared  that  she  had  fre- 
q&enfcly,  when  under  peccmiary  embarrassment,  applied  to  his 
rRoyal  Highness  for  relief,  Bui  was  it  possible  for  a  moment 
*o  contend,  that  the  simple,  unsupported,  uncorioborated 
crstimony  of  Mrs.  Claike  herself  with  respect  to  this  suppos- 
ed declaration  of  tWe  Duke  of  York's,  should  establish  its  au- 
thenticity ?  Certainly  not.  The  House  u  ould  assuredly  de- 
mand some  additional  authority.  During  the  whole  of  his 
legal  experience,  he  had  never  seen  a  witness  who,  from  her 
story,  fiom  her  character,  and  from  her  conduct  at  the  Bar, 
tva^less  entitled  to  credit  than  Mrs.  Clarke.  He  could  not 
therefore  but  be  astonished  at  the  statement  made  by  the  No- 
ble L^rd  opposite,  that  he  was  convinced  there  was  not  one 
word  m  that  individual's  testimony  which  was  not  the  truth. 

Lord  Ft)  lkston  is,  spoke  to  order.  He  requested  the  Right 
Hon  Gentleman  would  represent  what/^  had  said  coi  rectly. 

The  Chance  r  lor  of  the  Excheqjte  r  was  not  aware  that 
he  had  been  disoideily,  although  he  allowed  that  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  him  to  reprebcnt  w  jth  all  possible  conectness  the 
sentiments  of  any  Honouiable  Member*  Heceitainly  had  un- 
derstood the  Noble  Loid  to  attach  implicit  belief  to  Mrs, 
Cbike*s  testimony.  If  that  NobleLoid,  after  the  opportuni- 
ties which  he  had  had  of  seeing  her  at  the  Bar  ot  the  House  ; 
a^ter  the  means  that  had  been  afforded  him  of  tracing  her  pro- 
gress through  life  ;  after  the  pi  oof  that  had  been  adduced  of  her 
paiticipation  in  corrupt  practices,  was  so  far  deluded  by  her 
engaging  manners  and  fascinating  deportment, the  House  would 
not  be  smprised  that  another  fiail  human  being,  placed,  per- 
haps,  morewithin  the  reach  of  her  snares,  and  little  suspecting 
that  she  was  playing  an  insidious  game  with  him,  should  be 
deceived  into  confidence. 

It  was  not  surprising  that  his  Royal  Highness  should  be  oc- 
casionally decoyed  by  Mrs.  Clarke  into  conversations  on  mili. 
tary  matters;  that  he  should  sometimes  speak  to  her  on  sub- 
jects which  might  have  been  proclaimed  at  Channg-cross  with- 
out injury  to  the  public  service;  that  he  should  tell  her  when 

Tonyn 


f    451  } 


Tostyn^as  to  be  gazetted,  tfr  whether  French's  levy  would  be 
allowed*    But  surety  his  Royal  Highness  might  do  all  this 
without  any  corrupt  motive.    He  wished  the  House  also  to 
pay  attention  to  the  circumstances  attendant  on  the  annuity 
of  four  hundred  pounds  ptomised  by  his  Royal  Highness  to 
Mrs.  Ciaike.    In  the  letters  from  Mis  Ciaike  to  Mi.  Adam, 
she  threatened  Ivs  Royal  Highness  with  exposure  it  this  pio- 
mise  was  not  fulfilled.    What  was  the  conduct  of  his  Royal 
Highness  >    Instead  of  conceding  any  thing,  he  did  all -in  his 
power  to  exasperate  her.    And  how  did  Mis  Clarke  appear  ? 
As  an  accomplice.     Not  as  a  lepentant  accomplice — not  as 
actuated  by  a  patriotic,"  but  as  stimulated  by   a  xev-erigeful 
feeling ,   a  feeling  so  powerful  as  to  induce  hei  to  disgrace 
herselt  by  the  public  avowal,  that  she  was  engaged  in  cor* 
rupt  practices  down  to  the  very  moment  at  which  she  gave  her 
testimony,    if  Mrs.  Ciaike  was  to  be  believed,  she  had  even* 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  Hon  Gentleman  letters  of  rt  commen- 
dation, for  the  purpose  of  procuring  to  them  the  signatures  of 
Membeis  of  that  House     And  was  this  the  sort  ot  witness  to- 
whom  the  House  would  resign  the  chaiacter  of  the  Illustiious 
Individual  accused  ?  But  this  was  not  all  Another  stiong  pie- 
sumption  of  lu-Roy\l  Highness's  innocence  arose  out  of  hisrefu 
sahto  comply  with  Mis.  Cla'ke's  demand*,  with  lespect  to  her 
annuity  He  was  Willing  to  allow, that  when  Mrs  Clarke  was  dis* 
caided  by  his  Roval  Highness, it  would  have  been  pteferable  to 
havesettled  on  her  ananatnty,  not  cond'Uonal,  hut  absolute;  but 
this  was  not  done, and  so  fai  it  was  a  faVoni  able  circumstance  %q 
the  Duke  of  V oik,  since  it  could  not  be  beheved,had  he  the  least 
consciousness  of  guilt, that  fuj  toe  sake  of  such  a  paltry  sum  as 
foin^ hundied  pounds  a  year,  he  would  have  neglected  to  se- 
em e  the  silence  of  one  so  able  to  inculpate  lurn,.    While  he 
allowed,  th  >t  in  his  opinion,  it  would   have  been  better  had, 
hia  Royal  Highness  granted  Mis.  CUrke  an  unconditional  an* 
nuity,  he  was  peifectly  of  opiiHon  with  his.  Hon.  and  Learned 
Fnend*  chat  from  the  moment  Mis   Ciaike  accompanied  her 
lequisition  wiih  a  tlveat,  the  propriety  of  d^mg  so  ceased,  and 
that  if  alter  that  threat  his  Royal  Highness  had  glinted  Mrs,, 
Clarke's  request,  whether  guilty  or  apt  guilty,  he  would  m 
deed  have  put  himself  into  her  hands  —  The  unblushing  man- 
ner in  which  this  witness  had  confessed  her  own  disgiace  at 
the  Bar,  ought  to  make  the  House  very  jealous  respecting  her  < 
evidence  ,  when  her  gi eat  art  was  lecollected,  hei  adroitness 
in  evading  the  questions  proposed  to  her,  and  hei  sudden*  want 
of  recollection,  when  at  length  compelled  to  answer,  when 
the  House  considered  the  m-imer  in  which  they  had  themselves 
forgot  her  vice  in  her  pleasantry,  and  her  infamy  in  her  w\tt! 
they  would  not  be  surpnsed,  that  such  an  artful  and  unpunci-, 
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pkd  TToman- should  be  enabled  to  take  many  advantages  over> 
an  unsijsp acting  individual,  who  was  attached  to  hei.  It  was  not 
wonderful?  that;  she  should  occasionally  bettay  him  into  convei- 
satiort  on,  the.  subjects  which  had  engrossed  his  attention  during 
the  whole,  of  the  day  ?  that  >he  should  learn  from  him/w  nether 
Major  Tonyn  was  to  be*  gazetted  or*  a  Tuesday  or  on  a  Saturday, 
or  whether  any  new  regiments  were  to  be  laised  or  merely  se- 
cond battalions*.  What  man  v^as  there  in  that  House  who 
could  say,  that;  at  some  time  or  other  of  Ivb  life  he  might  not 
have  fallen  into  the  snares  of  such  a  woman?  And  would  any 
one  consider  justice  h£d  been  rendered  to  him,  had  he  been  con- 
demned on  the  tuftes  which  he  nvght  have  disclosed  to 
her  in  the  moment  of  undisguised  and  thoughtless  confi* 
dence  ? 

On  the  pernicious  effects  of  adulterous  intercourse,there  was 
no  man  in  iheHouse  who  have  would  be  disposed  to  hold  stionger 
language  than  himself.  There  was  something  so  loose  in  the 
character  of  the  times  5  theie  weie  so  many  Bills  fiom  the  other 
House  indicative  of  that  character,  that  he  saw  n©  reason  fo 
lepentof  the  measuie  he  had  proposed  to  make  the  adulterer 
amenable  to  the  criminal  law  of  the  countr).  Yet,  in  thit 
attempt  his  motives  weie  most  gneviously  misconsti ued  , 
and  it  was  supposed,  that  theie  was  some  fanatic  in  the 
Commons  ;  some  puritan,  some  enthusiast,  who  was  unworthy 
attention,  while  lus  sole  design  was  to  pievenr  a  ci ime  which 
was  cutting  up  by  the  roots  all  that  constituted  the  comfort  c>nd 
charm  of  society.  If  the  House  thoupht  fit  to  reject  his  pi  o\  o- 
sition,  and  not  to  punish  even  as  a  xjiodemeanoi  such  an  of- 
fence, let  it  at  least  act  consistently  with  itself,  and  not  inflict 
the  moot  terrible  of  all  punishments  upon  the  Duke  of  Yu>k 
for  his  connection  with  Mis  Claike 

'He  regretted  extremely,  that  he  was  compelled  to  detain 
the  House  so  long,  but  he  felt  th<*t  he  had  scaicelyenteied  upon 
the  case  yet.  (Hear  1  H?ar  f)  His  next  step  sho'uld  be,  to  point 
out  some  mateual  contradictions  in  Mrs  Choke's  evidence. 
1  he  first  of  these  was  the  a^eition  repeated  over  ard  over 
again  by  so  many  witnesses,  that  Mi  s  Claike  was  anxiously 
desiious  to  conceal  the  tiansactions  in  which  she  vas  engaged 
from  the  knowledge  of  the  Duke  of  York  Bi .  Thynne,  Mr 
Robeit  Knight,  Captain  Sandon,  Mr  and  Mis  Com,  and  Mrs. 
Hovenden,  all  spoke  to  this  fact,  whik  Mrs  Claike  declared 
positively,  that  vshe  did  not  remember  any  thing  like  a  v,i&b  ex- 
pressed on  hei  paitfor  secrecy'- — Mi  Knight  had  declared 
that  Mis.  Clarke  told  feim,  that  un'ess  the  Duke  of  Yofk 
would  com"  to  her  terms,  txhe  would  expose  him  This  Mis. " 
Clarke  ai>  positively  denied  But  she  h<»d  an  luteiest  m  the  de- 
nial, Mi.  Knight  had  no  interest  m  \he  pssernon  Heie  was 
a  complete  contiadiction  of  Mis,  Ci  .rkc5^  testimony  lie 
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would  not  dwell  on  the  minor  cases  in  which  Mrs.  CIarke?s 
veracity' had   been  impeached  ,   but    he  could    not  allow 
them  to  pass  wholly  unnoticed     She  had  declared  that  her 
husband  was  in  no  trade   or  employment.   The  evidence 
©f  Mr.  Stowei  pio\red  that  he  was  a  Stone-mason,  and  that 
while  lie  was   in  this   occupation  she  had  fcy  him  three 
children.    If  a  witness  be  indifterent  to  truth,  in  matters  of 
no  importance,  the  House  might  be  assuied  she  would  be  re- 
gardless of  it  in  affairs  of  moment,  where  the  temptation  to 
deceive  was   so   powerful.       Looking  at  this  soit  of  tes- 
timony, it  would   be  seen  that  the  Honourable  Gentleroan* 
I  (Colonel  Waidlej  had  greatly  overstated  his  case,  and  no  bene- 
fit was  ever  derived  from  such  exaggerations;  it  always  defeated 
the  put  pose  it  was  intended  to  promote*    Again,  as  to^the  evi- 
dence respecting  Dowler,  Mis.  Clarke  said  that  she  only  «aw 
him  once,  and  he  was  much  in  the  same  story.    It  was  clear 
tliat  this  was  a  tale  trumped  up  between  her  and  kim  at  the 
midnight  scenes  in  St.  Martin's4ane.    All  this  contrivance 
was  obviously  to  disguise  the  truth.     He  did  not  know 
to   what   disgrace  and  punishment  the  House  might  think 
fit  to  consign  the   Duke  of  Yoik;    but  he  fanhis  owii 
pait,  would  not  whip  a  dog  upon  such  testimony .    How  did 
the  evidence  of  a  man,  like  Dowler,  deserve  to  be  esteemed  > 
{hear  I  hear  I)  Passing  by  alLthe  transactions  at  the  Stock  Ex- 
change, let  him  if  Gentlemen  so  please,  cometo  the  Bar  of  the 
House  immaculate,  yet  at  the  bar  he  was  discovered  tnpping,and 
intimating,  notwithstanding  his  preconcerted  plans,  that  he 
was  an  unwilling  witness.    Not  the  least  faith  ought  to  beie- 
posed  in  his  testimony,  and  to  place  reliance  upon  such  a  wit- 
ness would  disappoint  all  the  ends  of  public  justice  Yet  on  such 
incompetent  proof,  it  was  expected  that  the  Duke  of  York 
ivas  to  be  condemned.    Had  the  schemes  of  these  collusive  wit- 
nesses not  been  detected,  he  knew  the  use  that  would  have  been 
made  of  jttn*  part  of  the  testimony.    A  man  of  this  description 
commgfrom  Portugal,  and  corroborating  the  statements  of  Mrs. 
Clarke, would  have  been  repiesented  as  an  extraordinary  instance 
of  the  interposition  of  Providence  to  detect  the  guilt  of  the  ac- 
cused.  'These  then  were  some  of  the  inconsistencies  by  which 
the  testimony  of  Mrs   Claike  was  invalidated  ,  but  when  it 
was  also  consideredthat  she  was  an  accomplice,  what  mind 
could  hesitate  a  moment  w  ithout  rejecting  all  that  she  had  said 
at  the  Bai  of  that  House,   tending  to  criminate  his  Royal 
Highness  >  Then  clearing  the  case  ofMis,  Claike,  was  there 
any  ground -remaining  to  support  the  ch^rgeof  conuption  ? 

With  lespect  to  the  charges  preferred  against  his  Royal 
Highness,  he  confessed,  that  it  appealed  to  him  a  miracle,  con- 
sidering the  number  of  piomotions  which  must  have  taken 
place  dunng  the  period  of  Ins  Royal  Highness's  connection 
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with  Mrs  Clarke,  that  so  few  had  been  bi  ought  foi  wai  d,  and  that 
those  tew  h?d  been  so  satisfactory  explained  In  he  course  of  a 
year  about  fom  thousand  military  promotions  of  one  kind  or 
another  took  place.    During- the  connection,  theiefore,  of  the 
Duke  of  York  and"  Mrs*  Clarke,  above  ten  thousand  promo- 
tions must  have  oceuned  ;  but  out  of  these,,  although  Mrs. 
Claike  declaied  shehadbeen  instructed  to  use  her  cleverness, 
only  the  few  instances  of  alleged  corruption  before  the  House 
fcad  been  brought  forwaid  ,  and  of  those  few  he  would  venture 
to  say,  that,  with  the  exception  of  Majoi  1  onyn's  case,  there 
uas  not  one  which  was  not  satisfactorily  disproved  as  far  as  the 
Duke  of  Yoik   was  implicated — With  respect   to  Major 
Xonyn'scase,  he  allowed  that  the  circumstance  of  the  Note 
had  not  been  satisfactorily  explained,  but  he  was  confident  that 
he  should  be  able  to  prove  the  falsehood  of  any  piesumption 
from  that  circumstance  that  blame  attached    to  his  Royal 
Highness.  If  there  was  no  one  case  but  this,  and  even  this  wa§ 
incapable  of  proving  guilt,  though  it  might  not  exactly  de- 
monstrate innocence,  the  conclusion  to  which  the  House  must 
come,  would  be  the  same  as  that  of  any  other  Court  of  Justice 
tipon  the  same  evidence. 

Adverting  to  the  case  of  the  exchange  between  Colonel 
Brooke  and  Colonel  Knight,  he  entered  into  an  examination 
o-f  the  evidence  on  that  subject;, and  contended,  that  the  cir- 
cumstances stated  by  Mrs  Claike  weie  wholly  her  own  fabi  i- 
eation.    He  totally  disbelieved  that  she  had  made  any  applu 
cation  whatever  to  the  Duke  of  York  on  the  subject.    It  had 
keen  moved  that  the  business  had  been  for  months  pending, 
and  yet  Mrs.  Clarke  pretended,  that  having  applied  to  the 
Duke  of  York  on  a  Thursday ,^she  completed  the  business  by 
the  next  Saturday'  Unless  Mrs.  Clarke  were  ciedited,  not  a 
tittle  of  all  this  was  established.     She  declared,  that  she  told 
the  Duke  she  was  to  receive  two  hundred  pounds  and  after* 
wards  shewed  him  the  fruits ot  her  labours  ,  and  she  mtrodu* 
eed  into  this  story  what  she  no  doubt  conceived  a  happy  cir- 
cumstance— that  his  Royal  Highness  was  going  out  of  town, 
next  day,  asnd  that  he  desired  one  of  hib  servants  to  get  change 
for  her,  which  he  did     The  only  servant,  however,  belonging 
to  the  Duke  of  York,  who  ever  accompanied  h»&  Royal  High- 
ness to  Gloucester-Place  had  declared,   that  he  never  got 
change  for  any  note  such  as  that  descubed     To  contradict 
this  witness,  Pierson,  Mis   Claike's  butler,  had  been  called  ; 
but  so  far  from  continuing  Mrs.  Clarke*  s  declaration,  that  the 
note  was  changed  at  night,  he  stated  that  it  was  changed  in  the 
ra&rning.  The  note  therefore  of  which  Pieison  spoke,  could 
not  be  the  note  alluded  to  by  Mrs    Claike,  and  she  lemained 
totally  unsupported  in  her  assertions   Piei son's  second  exami- 
nation abounded  with  contradictions.    He  first  declaied,  th it 
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lie  hsd  no  alteration  to  make  in  bis  foirner  evidence,  and  thei* 
immediately  added,  that  on  the  night  the  Duke  of  York  went 
to  Weymouth,  he  had  got  change  for  a  one  hundied  potindnote. 
But  on  his  cioss-examination  he  acknowledged,  that  Lodowick 
hdd  told  him  he  was  deceived,  and  that  he  had  afterwards 
called  on rthe  Hon.  Mover  He  also  stated  the  note  to  be  for 
one  hundred  pounds  ;  to  Mrs.  Clarke  he  had  stated  it  to  befifty 
founds.  He  likewise  declared,  that  he  had  got  the  note 
changed  at  By  field's  in  Veie-street, while  he  had  before  assei'ted 
to  Mrs  Claike  (according  to  her  testimony that  he  had 
got  it  changed  at  Stevens's  in  Bond-street ,  and  on  Mrs.  By- 
field's  keuig  examined,  she  pioved,  that  though  Pierson  bad. 
called  at  her  hhop  with  a  note,  he  h*id  not  obtained  change  for 
it.  There  was  not  a  fact  relating  to  this  note,  connected  with 
any  other  witness,  m  which  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  had 
.not  been  completely  disproved  If  such  polluted  sources  of 
evidence  were  to  be  believed,  there  would  be  an  end  to  all  se- 
curity against  the- machinations  of  fraud  and  revenge.  With 
icspect  to  Colonel  Brooke,  the  assertion  of  his  unfitness,  made 
by  the  Honourable  Movei,  if  true,  did  not  rest  on  the  Duke 
of  York.  Colonel  Biooke  was  a  Major  in  the  army  in  1794, 
which  was  before  his  Royal  Highness  came  into  power. 

The  next  cise  was  that  of  Colonel  Trench's  levy,  and  here 
the  House  were  called  upon  to  accept  of  the  evidence  of  Miss 
Taylor  in  confirmation  of  the  testimony  of  Mrs  Chirke.  He 
was  not  disposed,  he  said,  to  follow  the  witness  through  all 
her  pievancations  respecting  hei  father  and  her  connections,  he 
would  leave  that  part  of  her  testimony  alone,  and  come  at  once 
to  her  representation  that  she  had  been  ten  years  the  intimate 
fuend  of  Mrb.  Clarke  Did  that  fact,  he  would  ask,  add  any 
thing  but  suspicion  to  her  evidence,  especially  when  it  was  re- 
collected that  she  principally  depended  upon  Mrs.  Clarke's 
bounty  and  charity  fen  support  m  her  embarrassed  situation? 
What  was  it  but  one  gross  contaminated  conspiratoi  handing 
over  to  anothei  matter  in  suppoit  of  her  allegations  ?  Did  not 
eveiy  feature  of  the  case  excite  suspicion  >  Mibs  Taylor  had 
aho  represented -herself  as  a  Lady  keeping  a  boarding  school 
for  the  instruction  of  young  ladies,  and  one  to  whom  the  morals 
of  thensing  generation  were  to  beentrusted.  But  it  was  said  that 
her  case  deserved  sympathy  and  feeling? but  he  would  ask,  was' 
the  House  to  feel  nothing  for  the  character  and  honour  of  the 
Duke  of  York,  upon  whom  it  was  sitting  in  judgment  ?  (Heat 9 
Hear  ')  He  should  disgrace  himself  if  he  was  to  indulge  that 
morbid  state  of  sensibility  that  could  lead  him  to  feel  for  sucfe  a 
woman  at  the  expence  of  the  Illustrious  Personage  whose  con* 
duct  they  were,  contemplating, 
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Some  Uoaouiable  Gentlemen  h?d  complained  tbat  tins  wit- 
ness had  been, Seated  w  uh  much  harshness  m  the  course  of 
Her  qxatmnation^at  the  Bai  of  that  House.  He  was  not  sensible 
that  she  had  been  treated  with  any  othei  seventy,  than  that 
which  was  requisite  to  chcitfrom  her  what  she  1  eally  knew, 
andjo  place  in  their  ptoper  light  all  the  beunrgs  of  her  evi- 
dence.   We  should  besurpiised  indeed,  jf,  aftei  a  due  atten- 
tion to  it,  it  should  operate  with  any  force  on  the  mind  of  any 
gentleman*    It  must  occur  toeveiy  person  who  attended  tothe 
nature  of  her.  evidence,  that,  in  its  complexion,  it  nearly  re, 
sembled  that  which  was  exhibited  almost  eveiy  day  m  the 
Courts  of  justice,  by  witnesses  who  weie  brought  forwaid  fot 
theexpiess  purpose  of  pioy^ingsome  particular  thing  respecting 
which  they  had  previously  been  anxiously  prepared ,x  Vpon 
that  point, then  recollection  seemed  to  be  fiesh  and  full ;  upon 
every  ojher,  then  memoty  appeared  a  meie  blank.    Just  so 
with  Miss  Taylor,  she  could -perfectly  recollect  what  had 
passed  four  or  five  yeais  agp,  but  was  wholly  unable  to  lemem- 
ber  what  had  occui led  only  four  weeks  befoie.    Smely  theie 
\vas  in  this  something  so  stiange  and  striking,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  pass  it  ovei  without  some  animadversion.    If  the 
House  attended  to  the  tenoi  and  duft  of  the  language  which 
this  witness  affirmed  the  Duke  of  Yoik  to  have  made  u§e  of, 
respecting  the  conduct  of  Colonel  French,  they  must  alike  be 
stiuck  with  its  utter  impiobability.    Was  it  probable,  was  it- 
credible,  that  his  Royal  Highness  could  have  made  iise  of  such 
Wends,  or  divulged  such  aseciet  in  such  company  ?  Was  it  ere* 
dibkhewould  have  explained  himself  upon  such  matteis,  be- 
foiea  pei son  in  whose  piesence  he  had  never,  on  any  foimei  oc- 
casion, touched  upon  such  subjects,  if  he  could  possibly  be 
Supposed  to  allude  to  transactions  m  which  he  had  a  corrupt 
interest  ?  Incredible  '—Still  in  the  supposition  that  Miss  Tay- 
lor did  tell  the  truth,  with  respect  to  the  words  alleged  to 
hate}  been  used  by  him,  was  it  not  quite  natural  for  him  so 
to  express  himsell  respecting  a  person  by  whom  he  had  been 
so  pestered  and  impoi  tuned     Not  so  as  to  the  language  sajd  to 
be  used  by  Mis.  Clarke.     To  the  question— How  does  he 
use  you,  dailing?   is  it  likely   Mis.  Clarke  would  have 
answered,  middling  >  She  had  already  icceived  one  thousand 
three  hundred  pounds,  out  of  two  thousand  pounds-  Was 
that  te^be  called  middling  >  She  expected  moie  ,  and  was  h 
piobable,  that  by  making  use  of  harsh  language  in  describing 
the1  conduct  of  Colonel  Fiench  towaids  hei,  she  would  have 
iisked'infljsposing  the  Duke  against  him  >  Would  she  not, 
On  the  eontiary,  have  rather  spoken  kindly  of  him,  and  not 
hazard  breaking  that  golden  egg  ?  Would  she  not  hayciather 
observed— -It  is  true,  he  pesteis  you,  but  tome  he  behaves 
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veiy  well. — But  even,  although  Miss  Taylor  may  have  told 
the  truth,  as  to  the  expressions  made  use  of  ort  the  occasion 
by  the  Duke  of  York,  it  would  not  follow  that  they  proved 
any  corrupt  practices  on  his  part  ,  or  that  they  could  |iave 
treen  liable  to  the  meaning  which  this  evidence  would  fern  af- 
fix to  them.  Even  though  the  levy  had  continued  two  month* 
longer  after  this  observation  of  hi$  Royal  Highness,  no  proofof 
corruption  could  thence  be  inferred  Might  not  that  permission 
be  fairly  ccnstiued  into  a  wish  to  aftoid  some  more  time  hi 
Ordei  to  see  if  the  levy  could  be  continued  With  better  pros- 
pect to  success  r  Where  then  would  be  the  proof  of  any  im- 
proper indulgence  in  this  respect  ?  But  what  v\as  soon  after,, 
according  to  General  Taylor,  the  report  of  General  White* 
loeke.  DhI  he  not  represent  that  it  had  already  been  ajtencfeci 
with  considerable  expence  ;  and  that  if  it  xdid  not  proceed  witlt 
move  success,  so  unproductive  a  levy  must  he  discontinued.1  The 
complaint  of  the  heavy  and  unpiofitable  expence  was  agaia  re- 
peated about  the  14th  of  April,  and  the  lev  j  was  then  disconti- 
nued, and  the  letter  of  service  withdrawn.  Had  the  Duke 
harboured  the  least  suspicion  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  corruptly  ob- 
tained a  sum  of  money  by  this  tunsaction,  had  he  beea  con- 
scious of  bemsj  haMe  to  tne  suspicion  of  a  corrupt  participation 
m  those  practices,  would  he  have  expressed  any  displeasure  ? 
Would  he  not  on  the  <  ontiarj  have  endeavoured  by  some  other 
fcaeafts  to  repair  t,he  loss  which  Colonel  French  had  sustained. 
ISureiy  some  such  attempt  would  have  been  made  by  a  person 
who  felt  him*»elt  exposed  to  su<  h  an  imputation  From  every 
view  of  this  case,  he  upon  his  conscience,  did  not^maguie  that 
any  unprejudiced  mind  co,uld  be  affected  by  the  evidence  of  Miss 
Tayfor,  oirth.s  point. 

The  case  pt  Captain  Tonyn  was  another  upon  which  some 
stress  was  endeavoured  Jo  belaid  His  name  wasa.monga  list 
of  recommendations  foi  the  hlhng  up  of  a  number  of  commis- 
sions? some  delay  1  Iter  wards  ensued  ,  but  that  delay  arose  from 
the  verv  natuie  of  the  case*  For  when  so  laige  a  number  was 
to  be  piomotcd,  was  ft  to  be  expected  that  the  business  could 
be  expedited*  as  iu  th3  case  of  a  single  individual ?  As  toxthe 
note  produ<ed  by  CipUm  Sandon,  ra  ordei  to  prevail  upon. 
Captain  Tonyn  not  to  withdraw  the  deposit  of  5001.  much  la- 
bour and  anxiety  had  been  bestowed  upon  it ;  and  very  aatu- 
#*ally,  for  it  was  the  instrument  brought  out'in  evidence  to  prove 
the  privity  and  participatioa  of  the  Dake  in  the  profits  derived 
by  Mrs.  Clarke  fiom  her  interference  on  this  occasion ,  But 
here  the  House  had  agun  and  again  to  pause  befoie  they  could 
king  themselves  to  believe  that  the  note  was  really  the  hand« 
writing  of  the  Duke  of  York?  They  would  recollect  tb at  a  pei* 
*onwho  proposes  to  commit  a  forgery,  will  take  ca?<*  well  to 
imitate  the  hand  he  would  take  off ;  and  then  only  eommit  the 
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ict  when  lie  perceived,  after  repeated  study  of  the  same  word 
in  other  letters,  he  should  be  able  to  arrive  at  a  perfect  likeness. 
Of  these  facilities  Mis  Cfarke  was  amply  possessed,  and  there 
was  an  inference  which  it  was  therefore  not  unfair  to  diaw  re* 
spectmg  the  authenticity  of  the  note  It  was  to  be  admitted, 
that  pmong  the  number  of  witnesses  consulted  with  regard  to 
the  similarity  of  the  note  lo  the  hand  vuihng  of  the  two  letters, 
there  wasneaily  a  balance  of  evidence.  Most  of  them  confessed 
that  the  hand-writing  of  the  note  was  very  like  that  of  the 
ktteis  ;  but  Colonel  Brownngge,  who  must  have  been  well 
acquainted  with  the  Duke's  hand,  affirmed  that  upon  the  whole, 
jt  was  not  like  the  hand-wiiting  of  his  Royal  Highness'  The 
similarity*  was  acknowledged,  but  the  similarity,  as  he  had  al- 
ready observed,  did  not  prove  the  identity  of  the  hand,  or  rescue 
the  note  from  the  suspicion  of  fois;ery.  When  the  House  le- 
collected  all  the  en enmstances  attending  the  note,  they  would 
still  furthei  pause  before  they  admitted  it  to  be  the  Duke's 
writing.  It  would  strike  them,  that  Mis  Chike  said  she  had 
no  recollection  of  such  a  note*  She  would  not  indeed  be 
very  f on*  aid  to  recollect  it,  if  it  was  a  forger}  Besides  why 
chd  Mis  Claike  who  was  so  careful  to  keep  cnery  other  note 
and  paper  of  the  Duke's,  let  out  of  her  hands  one  of  such  nu- 
poitance,  and  still  have  no  recollection  of  it  5  Could  it  be  sup- 
posed, that  after  wnt>ng  to  tl  e  Duke  for  the  express  purpose  of 
getting  an  answer  from  him  to  f.hew  Tonyn,  she  could  have 
torgotten  so  particulai  a  tiicumstance  3  ft  was  in  fact,  no  pait 
of  her  case;  and  the  only  evidence  respecting  the  identity  of  this 
note,  or  the  meaning  it  was  intended  to  express,  \^as  Sandon's 
own.  Without  his  construction,  the  note  meant  nothing.  ^The 
Hpuse,if  they  chose  tocred  it  such  a  constiuction,might  go  farthei; 
they  might  let  loose  their  imagination,  and  invent  conjectures 
lo  jit-w  and  (lave-tail  with  any  pait  of  the  criminal  (haige  against 
his  Royal  Highness.  But  h<*  begged  to  remind  them  that  to 
■decide  on  such  ground  would  not  be  a  decision  by  eudence,  but 
conjectuie  (fhat  f  hear  r)  This  note  too,  was  contained  in  an 
envelope  addressed  to  George  Faiquhai.  But  if  this  note  had 
been  given  to  lnm  by  Mrs  Claike  it  would  have  been  addiessed 
to  herself  Supposing,  however,  the  note  to  have  been  written 
by  the  Duke  himself,  what  then  9  Was  any  thing  moic  likely 
than  fhaf>  without  the  most  distant  suspicion  on  his  pait, of  any 
sinister  attention,  he  might  hive  been  induced  by  the  address  of 
Mrs.  Claike  io  write  such  a  noie,-  for  the  meie  pin  pose  of 
riddmg  hei  foi  a  short  time,  of  the  impoitunity  of  hei  friend, 
hy  cjtfietiug  his  apprehensions  for  the  present.  At  least  if  con- 
jecture was  to  stand  in  the  place  ot  e\idence  on  one  side,  it  was 
as  fair  to  assume  it  on  the  other  ,  and  he  had  as  ixmch  light  to 
assume  this  conclusion  horn  the  note,  as  those  who  would  ac- 
cuse his  Ko\al  Highness  had  to  invent  foi  it  a  criminal  con 
«truction.    "  There 
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There  were  other  cases  whicli  now  lemamed  for  him  to  exa- 
mine ;  but  he  confessed  he  felt  rather  exhausted,  and  there  re- 
mained much  tor  him  to  do  in  what  Jie  had  still  to  observe— 
[here  repeated  cues  were  heard  of  **  Adjourn  1  adjourn  I  goon  I 
go  on  f'\) 

He  resumed,  with  expressing  his  wishes  that  the  Hou&.  would 
not,  on  his  account,  suspend  the  dUi  ussion  of  the  subject,  as  he 
would  endeavour  to  pioceed  — [An  increased  call  ot  Adjourn  2 
adjourn  f] 

lie  »vouId,  in  compliance  w itb  the  feeling  of  the  House,  forego 
any  farther  discussion  of  the  evidence,  and  confine  hinuelt  to  the 
course  of  proceeding,  which  he  felt  it  the  duty  of  the  House  on 
tins  subject  to  adopt.  The  first  thing  thercfoie  that  he  should 
piopo>e  was,  a  measure  which,  except  on  very  extiaordjnary 
e  uergencies,  was  not  a  veiy  decoious  one  to  adopt,  namely,  to 
conveitthe  Address  moved  b>  the  Honourable  Gentleman  (Mr. 
WardteJ  Into  fche  following  Resolution 

Resolved,  That  Chafes  having  been  bi ought  agamst  his  Roval  High- 
ness the  Duke  ot  Voik,  imputing  rohun  persmal  conuption  and  crimi- 
nal connivance  in  the' execution  of  hisoirice,  and  th  s  House  having  le- 
ftiied  the  said  charges  to  a  Committee,  6cc  feels  t  its  duty  to  pto- 
nounce  a  distinct  opinion  on  the  subject 

If  that  should  meet  the  concurrence  of  the  House,  \t  was  his 
intention  to  propose  another  Resolution,  m  which  the  Hou^e 
would  express  its  distinct  and  decided  opinion  upon  the  accusation 
itself. 

Res  'Ived,  That  it 's  the  op  n<on  of  ih  s  House,  aftei  the  fullest  and  most 
attentive  examination  of  all  the  evident  e  adduced,  ihattheie  is  no  ground 
for  chaining  his  Royal  Highness  with  pci-son.il  conuption  oi  conmvan.e 
at  su  h  practices,  disclosed  m  the  testimony  heard  at  the  bar. 

After  the  House  had  determined  upon  these  resolutions,  he  felt 
both  due  to  then  affection  to  the  So\ereign,  to  the  character  of 
that  House,  and  to  the  high  situation  of  the  Commandei  in  Chief* 
connected  with  the  near  ieIationsl)ip  subsisting  between  the  Illus- 
trious Peisonage  who  held  that  lcsponsible  situation,  and  the  Mo- 
narch of  these  Reilms,  to  addiess  the  Thione  on  the  subject  of 
the  inquiry,  on  which  that  House  had  been  engaged,  in  older  to 
relieve  the  mind  of  his  Majesty  fiom  uneasiness.  In  that  Address* 
he  felt  that  the  House  should  not  pass  by  unnoticed  what  had  been 
pioved  at  that  bar ,  and  that,  as  the  original  Address,  proposed 
by  the  Hon.  Movei  (Mr.  Wardle),  went  to  pray  foi  the  dismissal 
of  his  Royal  Highness,  from  the  responsible  situation  which  he 
then  filled,  he  did  concevve  that  the  House*  in  its  declaration  of 
his  innocence,  ought  to  make  some  reference  to  the  benefit* 
which  his  military  administration  had  conferred  upon  the  conntiy, 

R  r  2  believing 
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-believing  as  he  did  in  h$«s  soal,  thai  in  the  kingdom  thcie  wm  no£ 
an  individual  more  able  than  hisRojal  Highness  to  efcetufc  it< 
numerous  and  nrportai^  duties  In  thus  conve> irur  thcr  opinion 
to  their  Soveiei^n,  he  was  wipie^ed  *ilh  tbfc  necessity  of  t\ho 
embodying  other  sentiments,  w  hich  the  House  must  ieei  f  1 am  the 
disclose  which  had  been  made. 

That  an  Ad^re^s  be  ppesen'ed  to  his  Man  sty,  humbly  rev  ese-ntmg, 
that  m  conscquern  e  o£ charges  aga  nst  h  s  R03  ai  Ilighnebs  the  iKke  of 
^oik,  his  faithfu1  Commons  thought  jt  their  jruh^puaMble  duty  to  mqu  re 
into  the  same,  in  the  most  solemn  and  pubi.e  manner  ,  and  af.ei  the 
mos*-  diligent  and  attentive  inqu^y,  his  most  faithful  tt -minors,  con- 
Sudenng  the  hvely  m'erest  his  M?;e«tv  mi.st  feel  m  any  inquiry  mro  the 
relation  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Dakeof  York,  thought  it  their  duty  to 
Uy  befoie  his  Majesty  the  following  iieuolutions 

[Here  he  proposed  to  insert  the  above  Resolutions  ] 

And  his  Majesty's  faithful  Commons  think  it  their  dufy  fuither  to 
state  to  tas  Majesty,  that  while  the  House  has  seen  the  exeinplaiy  regu- 
larity and  method  m  wh'ch  business  is  conducted  in  his  Royal  Highness's 
ofhee,  and  the  salutary  1  ego  lations  introduced  by  himxsome  of  which  were 
intended  to  prevent  the  very  abuses  complained  of,  and  wh'chha\e  been 
brought  un^ier  xeview,  they  cannot  but  feel  the  greatest  legiet  and  con- 
cern, that  a  connection  should  have  existed  which  has  thus  exposed  hts» 
il)yal  Highness  s  character  to  public  calumny,  and  that  fiauds  -should 
have  been  <  arried  on,  with  which  his  Roj  al  Highness' s  name  has  been 
eoupled?  of  a  most  disgraceful  and  dangerous  tendency  ,  but  it  is,  at 
the  same  time,  a  great  consolation  to  the  House,  to  observe  the  deep 
concern  his  Royal  Highness  has  expressed,  that  such  a  connection  should 
cvei  have  taken  place  ,  and  on  the  expression  of  that  regret,  the  House 
is  confident  that  his  Royal  Highness  will  keep  in  view  the  uniformly  vir- 
tnous  and  exemplary  conduct  of  his  Majesty,  since  the  commencement 
of  his  reign,  and  *hich  has  endeared  his  Majesty  to  all  his  subjects 

The  House  then  adjourned  the  further  discussion  until  the  fol- 
lowing da}. 

Thursday,  MiTtcn  9. 
The  Order  of  the  Day  haying  been  read   for  taking  into 
further  consideration  the  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  his  Ro^al  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  resumed  the  debate  of  last 
night,  with  the  conclusion  of  his  speech,  which  he  had  left  un- 
finished at  the  adjournment,  by  apologising  now,  if  he  had  omit- 
ted it  last  night,  for  the  great  length  at  which  he  found  himself 
under  the  necessity  of  occupying  their  attention.  In  the  rourse 
of  Ins  former  discussion,  he  had  disposed  of  the  cases  of  Brooke 
and  Kiifght,  and  of  Captain  Tonyn*s  pionjotion*  no  as  to  lease  m 
his  mind  nothing  more  tQ  add  ta  them* 

Witftt 
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With  respect  to  Colonel  French's  levy,  he  had  learned,  that  fur- 
ther papers  had  heen  lately  laid  on  the  table  on  that  subject,  but 
not  having  been  able  to  look  into  them,  he  could  not  speak  par- 
ticularly a*  to  any  new  matter  they  might  afford.  He  understood, 
however,  that  they  referred  particularly  to  a  subsequent  appoint- 
ment, obtained  by  Colonel  French,  with  respect  to  which  he  ob- 
served in  general^  that  Colonel  French's  appointment  to  that  situa- 
tion did  not  take  place  foi  more  than  a  year  and  a  half  aftei  tho 
levy  was  completely  put  an  end  to ;  and  thereforethis  circumstance 
could  not  at  all  affect  the  observation  he  had]formerly  made,  that 
the  Duke  of  York's  not  having  attempted  any  means  to  conciliate 
Colonel  French  on  the  unfavourable  close  of  his  levy,  was  a  con- 
\mcmg  proof7 that  his  Royal  Highness  feared  nothing  from  the  re- 
sentment of  Colonel  French,  bein,g  conscious  of  having  done  no- 
thing which  that  Officer,  in  the  heat  of  his  resentment,  could 
expose  Had  his  Royal  Highness  been  conscious  of  any  transac- 
tions of  an  improper  nature,  (to  which  Colonel  Fren(  h  and  Sandoa 
weie  pi  ivy,  it  was  natural  to  think  th.it  he  would  not  have  broken 
with  them  in  so  abrupt  and  decided  a  manner,  but  would  have 
taken  care  not  to  provoke  them  to  a  discoveiy  of  those  proceed* 
mgs,  by  allowing  them  to  retne  without  some  equivalent  to  induce 
them  to  silence.  Their  dismission,  however,  was  complete,  and 
the  subsequent  appointment  of  French  could  militate  nothing 
against  this  observation,  as  that  appointment  did  not  take  place 
till  nearly  two  -years  after,  as  he  had  already  stated,  and  of  whu*fa 
Colonel  French  at  the  time  could  have  no  expectation  An  ob- 
jection l>ad  been  made  to  the  conduct' of  his  Royal  Highness,  be- 
cause he  did  not  put  a  stop  to  the  levy  the  moment  he  was  in- 
formed of  the  abuses  alleged  to  have  taken  place  in  Ireland  ;  but 
he  must  remind  the  House,  that  the  complaint  did  not  originate 
with  Gcneial  Taylor  against  Colonel  French,  but  with  French, 
against  the  condqet  and  treatment  he  met  with  fiom  the  Inspector 
General  in  Ireland*  In  answer  to  these  complaints,  a  represent*- 
tion  was  sent  over,  of  the  misconduct  of  the  officers  conducting- 
the  levy,  and  as  soon  as  this  arrived  at  the  Horse  Guards,  the  ne- 
cessary measures  were  adopted  for  enquiry*  It  appeared  from  the^ 
correspondence  before  the  House,  that  Colonel  Gordon  gave  ali 
due  credit  to  the  zeal  and  attention  of  General  Tayloi,  bat  that 
gallant  Oihcer  was  not  acquainted  with  the  terms  of  the  levy  al- 
lowed in  the  letter  of  service,  and  from  this  circumstance  the  mis- 
understanding appeared  to  have  originated  The  original  aid 
agreed  on  in  the  letter  of  service,  was  forty- five  Recruiting  Ser- 
jeants, and  ten  commissioned  Officers.  Colonel  French  proposes 
an  increase  of  these  to  sixty-three  Seijeant*,  which  he  is  allowed, 
on  condition  that,  withm  a  given  time  it  shall  appear  that  their 
progress  in  recruiting  was  more  rapid.  This  trial,  however,  also 
tailed;  for,  on  the  2d  February,  18053  a  tetter  is  addressed,  by 
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erder  of  his  Royal  Highness,  from  General  Whitelocke  to  €olonel 
French,  complaining  of  the  very  little  progress  made  inrecuuting 
for  the  levy,  and  adding,  that  unless  the  increase  was  very  consi- 
derate by  the  ensuing  1st  of  Apul,  his  Royal  Highness  would 
feel  the  neressit}  of  recommend.ng  ta  his  Majesty  the  disconti- 
nuation of  the  levy,  as  unproductive  On  the  14th  of  April  fol- 
lowing, another  letter  from  General  Whitelocke  is  addiessed  to 
Colonel  Trench,  complaining  again,  not  only  of  the  unproductive- 
ness of  the  recruiting  seivice  for  the  levy,  as  compared  with  its 
^xpence,  but  of  the  disgraceful  conduct  of  the  Non-commissioned 
Officeis  employed  therein,  as  represented  by  the  Inspecting  Field 
Officer  of  the  London  District,  and  staling,  that  he  had  submitted 
to  his  Royal  Highness  the  propriety  of  discontinuing  a  lew  so 
burthensome  and  unproductive,  and  accordingly  it  appears  by  a 
letter  from  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  the  Secretary  at  War, 
dated  [Toise  Guaids,  Apul  16,  {vide  Append  it )  that  an  end  is  put 
to  the  levy  altogether,  for  the  leasons  previously  stated 

The  Right  Honourable  Chancelldi  here  complained  that  the 
Honourable  Member  (Mr  Y>rardle)  i^  going  o\ei  the  evidence  on 
the  preceding  night,  had  lead  onl}  a  pari  of  ceitam  letters  on  this 
subject,  that  at  first  sight  appeared  to  attach  b'ame  to  the  Oflueof 
Commaudei  m  Chief ,  wheieas,  had  he  proceeded  farther  in  those 
kstters,  and  taken  then  parts  ui  connection,  a  contrar)  it  suit  would 
have  appealed  (an  expi ession  of  dissenl  from  Mr  IVuulle  )  lie 
should  be  extremely  souy  to  nmrepiescnt  the  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman, but  that  was  his  feeling  on  the  occasion,  and,  if  he  iiad 
been  mistaken,  lie  kit  that  it  coold  make  vo  impioper  mipression 
on  the  House,  as  the  matter  woaJd  exact!}  stand  as  it  was,  and  as 
the  documcuts,  f  being  in  the  hanls  of  Membeis,  could  easily 
be  rciened  to,  which,  if  considered  m  the  whole,  could  load  to  no 
conclusion  that  w  ouid  detraet  frc  n  the  zeal  and  at  tent  ton  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief  This  much  he  had  thought  it  nccis*uy  to 
say,  in.  addition  to  what  he  had  stated  last  ni^ht,  with  le^ect  to 
(  olonel  French's  levy,  and  should  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
thing  las  thei  on  this  object,  except  vuth  a  single  lemaik  on  the 
e\pence  sajd  to  have  been  incuned  bv  this  lev).  It  had  been  ob- 
served, that  the  men  raised  bv  this  levy  h  \d  cost  the  count)}  i  r)0l, 
each  bat  it  ou<?ht  to  be  remembered,  that  tins  estimate  m<  hided 
the  whole  machine!}  of  the  levy,  with  the  ofhceis  rnd  nott  com- 
missioned officers,  tl  i.t  v.eie  necessary  to  he  hist  laised,  ard  that, 
had  it  proved  successful,  t»«e  calculation  on  each  man  must  neces- 
sarily have  decreased,  as  the  numbeis  ^eie  augmented  Had  the 
]e\\,  however,  been  stopped  sooner,  this  calculation  must  have 
been  still  highci.  bo  much  was  this  the  case,  that  on  cv  mining 
\ he  documents,  it  would  appear,  that  had  it  been  stopped  at  the 
end  of  one  month,  it  vtouid  have  cost  iOOOl.  instead  ot  1501.  per 
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Unntu  To  continue  the  levy  longer,  therefore,  instead  of  beio^ 
culpable,  became  a  measure  of  economy,  because  in  proportion  as 
it  wa*  continued,  the  e\pence  was  decreased,  till  it  was  found  it 
would  not  answet  any  good  purpose  to  persevere  in  it  longer.  The 
Right  Honourable  Member  concluded  his  observations  on  this 
part  of  the  subject,  by  slating  two  levies  that  came  withm  his  own 
knowledge,  and  which,  had  they  been  stopped  at  the  same  time 
Colonel  French's  was,  they  would  have  been  attended  With  an 
pence  of  J  40 J  per  man. 

The  next  point  to  which  he  would  advert  was,  the  case  of  Co- 
lonel Shaw,  to  which  he  conceived  it  extremely  material  that  the 
House  should  attend  ,  as  m  that  case  would  appear  as  much  false- 
hood, as  in  any  othei  pait  of  the  imputations  brought  foiward 
He  begged  leave  to  refer  gentlemen  to  the  evidence  of  Mrs  Clarke, 
in  whrch  it  would  appear  from  her  answeis,  that  Colonel  Shaw  had 
applied  to  hci  to  piocure  foi  him  an  appointment,  through  the 
medium  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ;  namely,  that 
of  a  Lieutenant-Colonel ,  for  which,  though  she  could  not  imme- 
diately recollect  the  sum  he  promised  her  as  the  reward  of  her 
success,  she  ^et  believed  it  to  be  10001.  That,  m  consequence, 
she  acquainted  the  Commander  m  Chief  with  the  oflei,  and  ap- 
plied for  the  appointment  That  Colonel  Shaw  wished  to  be  Co- 
lonel ot  the  Manx  Coips,  in  the  Isle  of  Man,  where  his  father  had 
been  Deputy  Governor  That  she  applied  for  this,  but  did  not 
succeed,  because  theie  were  stronger  claims  m  anothei  quartti. 
That  she  aftei wards  appl.ed,  on  his  behalf,  foi  the  situation  he 
now  holds,  Barrack-Masiei -General  al  tue  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
foi  which  she  leceived  5001.  of  whi<h  she  recollected  to  have  had 
'JOOl  from  Colonel  Shaw,  and  2001  more  hi  ought  by  some  man 
whom  she  undei stood  to  be  a  cleik  of  Coutts  s,  but  had  a  gieat 
mmd  to  send  it  back,  thinking  it  would  be  made  public  But 
that,  not  being  satisfied  with  this  5001.  she  made  a  complaint  to 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  in  consequence  of  which  his  lioyal 
Highness  said  he  had  told  her  all  along  she  had  a  veiy  bad  man 
to  deal  with,  that  she  ought  to  have  been  moie  cueful ,  and 
that  he  would  put  him  on  half-pay  She  was  asked  »f  she  knew 
he  vtas  put  on  half-pay  m  consequence ,  and  her  answer  was,  that 
he  sent  her  several  let teis  complaining;  but  she  did  not  tiduble 
herselt  much  with  leading  them  One  of  the  letters  she  ga\e  m 
that  night,  she  believed  ,  but  she  thought  him  ahcady  too  well  off 
for  his  conduct  to  her 

Now  it  appeals  horn  the  document  to  which  she  refers,  and 
which  was  a  letter  not  sealed,  not  m  envelope,  and  only  addressed 
to  Mrs  Ciaik»e-,  at  the  bottom  of  the  sheet,  that  he  promises  hei, 
in§lead,ot  5001  an  annuity  of  three  hundred  pounds  a  year  out  of 
$he  piontsof  his  place.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  then,  that  Mis. 
Claike,  when  offered  an  annuity  of  3001.  per  annum,  had  any 

ca*i3e 


f    464  ) 

cause  to  complain  of  Colonel  Shaw,  who,  according  to  her  own 
statement,  was  m  arrear  to  her  only  to  the  amount  of  5001  ?  It 
was  obvious,  from  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  that,  as  JMfrs. 
Clarke  had  uo  power  to  accomplish  the  object  of  Colonel  Shaw, 
which  was  inconsistent  with  the  practice  of  the  army,  she  affected 
only  to  make  light  of  an  offer  which  must  have  been  an  object  to 
one  m  her  situation. 

This  was  one  more  instance,  amon^  many  others,  in  which  her 
testimony  was  not  to  be  believed,  and  shewed  how  little  reliance 
was  to  be  placed  in  hei  evidence.  With  respect  to  the  promotion 
and  appointment  of  this  Gentleman,  it  was  evident,  from  the  offi- 
cial documents,  that  they  were  carried  on  by  Geneial  Burrard,and 
were  not  at  all  owing  to  the  influence  of  Mrs  Clarke  Thecirctim- 
stanceswere  m many  respects  inconsistent  with  hei  story.  Gene- 
ral Burrard  had  repeatedly  applied  m  behalf  of  Mi,  Shaw,  and  it 
appeared  from  the  evidence  before  the  House,  that  he  had  applied 
with  much  importunity.  The  whole  business  appears  farther  to 
have  been  arranged  with  General  Buiiard,  who,  in  one  of  hif.  let- 
ters to  Colonel  Gordon,  on  thfs  subject,  writes  in  the  following 
terms.  Here  the  Right  Honourable  Membei  read  the  letter  fiom 
the  minutes,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy 

My  dear  S.r,  x  March  26,  1806 

To  shorten  the  bus  ness,  I  send  you  Shaw's  letter,  which  is  nothing1 
more  than  to  say,  that  he  gratefully  will  accept,  if  the  Deputy  Barrack 
Mas'ercj  at  the  Cape  can  be  obtained,  with  the  rank  of  l^eu'emnt-eo- 
lbnel,  and  go  tbeie  in  thiee  weeks ,  I  explained  that,  and  also  that, 
if  it  cou'd  be  obtatred,  he  would  be  put  on  ha'f-pay  as  soon  as  it  could 
be  done  Bis  request  is  to  come  to  London  immediately,  if  he  can 
succeed 

To  Colonel  Goi don,  (&g*»ed)       II  BURRARD, 

The  inclosed  letter  of  Colonel  ?haw  to  General  Bunard,  of 
which  the  following  is  a  copy  iiomlhe  minutes,  will  shew  farther 
that  he  accepted  of  the  appointment  with  half  pay,  and  must 
have  known,  when  he  accepted  it,  that  it  was  on  those  terms  he 
received  the  appointment  • 

My  Dear  S,r,  Pevensey  Barracks,  Mai*h  €8,  lSOf. 

I  am j rst honoured  with  your  letter,  and  I  trust  vou  will  behe\e  that 
I  feel,  though  I  shall  not  attempt  to  expiess  my  gratitude  for  yom  picsent 
and  many  kindnesses  towards  me,  and  1  c  an  only  add,  that  my  sense  f  f 
obligation  can  alone  cea^e  with  my  ex  stence.  I  have,  as  fai  as  the  pre- 
sent time  allowed, given  every  consideration  to  the  proposal  \ou  have 
made  mc3  and  should  cone  eve  mvself  most  foilunate  m  succeeding  to 
it,  and  should  he  ready  to  pioceed  ui  the  time  you  mt  ntion  I  have  only 
to  ieqi  est,  should  the  decision  piove  favourable,  that  I  jnigrht  be  permit- 
ted an  immediate  lea\e  of  absence,  as  1  should  h&ve  a  great  deal  to  ar- 
range in  legardtomy  family,  &c. 

To  Gen  .Burrard.  (%ned)         J.  SHAW. 
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U  \s  clear,  from  these  documents,  that  Colonel  Shaw  must 
ftave  accented  the  appointment  with  an  undei  standing  that  he  was 
only  to  he  put  on  half-pay,  while  at  the  bame  time  it  is  equally 
*  lear  that  the  business  was  negotiated,  and  the  appointment  ob- 
tained, through  the  medium  of  Geneial  Burrard*  What  mteipre- 
Uhonlhen,  it  might  be  asked,  is  to  be  put  on  Colonel  Shad's  let- 
ter to  Mis.  Clarke  ?  The  explanation  of  this  circumstance  wns 
"very  easy  — Colonel  Shaw,  like  many  others,  having  <?ot  an  ap- 
pointment, for  which  he  appeared  at  fiist  very  grateful  in  having 
obtained,  was>  anxious  to  have  something  more.  Having  ob- 
tained, theiefore,  the  appointment  of  Deputy  Ban  at  k  Master, 
with  the  rank  of  Lieutenant-colonel  o.i  half-pay*  ne  wishes  to  be 
placed  on  full  pay,  and  writes  accoidmgly  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  sup- 
posing her  influence  might  effect  it,  making  her  considei  able  oifeis, 
m  case  of  success.  The  result  shewed  how  much  mistaken  he 
was  in  the  opinion  he  had  foimed  of  her  influence,  and  how  fal§e 
her  pretensions  were  to  such  influence  with  the  Commander  m 
Chief;  for  notwithstanding  tins  application,  Colonel  Shaw  had 
been  unable  to  obtain  his  object.  He  tasted  the  case  would  never 
more  be  referred  to,  unless  for  the  purpose  of  disproving  the  evi- 
dence of  Mrs.  Clarke,  which  it  did,  in  his  opinion,  in  the  most  sa- 
tisfactory waj 

The  Right  Honourable  Member  then  adverted  to  the  case  of 
Bowler's  appointment,  which  rested  wholly  on  Mrs.  Clarke's  evi- 
dence and  his  own  He  should  not  repeat  what  he  had  said  for- 
merly^on  thissubject,  but  should  take  a  short  view  of  thesr  com- 
bined evidence,  as  it  stotfd  on  the  minutes.  It  appeared  on  the 
testimony  of  both,  that  Mr  Dowler  had  given  Mrs.  Clarke  a  thou- 
sand pounds,  but  tor  what  purpose  was  not  so  evident  It  ap- 
peared, indeed,  on  the  face  of  the  whole,  evidence  before  them, 
that  they  had  sometimes  united  their  endeavours  m  raising  money, 
and  that  Dowler  had  been  alL  along  the  favourite  paramour  of  Mis. 
Claike.  In  &uch  circumstances,  it  would  easily  occur  jto  the  House 
what  weight  was  to  be  given  to  their  testimony.  Mr.  Dowler  had 
elated  positively  that  he  had  employed  no  other  interest  or  recom- 
mendation in  procuring  his  appointment,  but  that  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
and  she  had  corroborated  his  testimony  of  her  application  in  hi* 
behalf.  An  Honourable  Alderman,  howevei ,  had  given  his  testi- 
mony, that  Mr.  Dowler  had  at  one  time  attributed  his  success  to 
a  very  different  cause,  and  which  appeared  much  more  probable. 
What  were  the  circumstances,  then,  m  which  Dowler  gave  a  dif~ 
4e*ent  opinion  from  that  he  had  mentioned  to  the  Honourable 
Alderman,  lespectnag  his  appointment ?  Atier  being  closeted  for  a 
whole  night  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  as  they  had  been  in  the  course  of 
the  investigation,  he  comes  to  their  har  prepared  to  say,  for  the 
first  time,  that  it  was  owing  to  Mrs.  Claike  alone,  that  he  had 
obtained  his  appointment.    {A  loud  ci y>  Hear  f  Bear !).  Was 
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such  evidence  as  this  fo  be  relied  on  ?  He  certainly  did  not  pre- 
tend tpsay  that  th»s  reasoning,  however  fair  and  conclude  it 
mighf  appear  to  him,  -would  satisfy  e\eiy  one,  but,  compatmg 
all  ihe  cnaimslances,  and  •weighing  the  sevcial  probabilities,  he 
would  lefei  it  to  any  impartial  man,  'whether  evidence  in  such 
riicun  stances  ought  to  be  credited,  and  whethei  Howler's  acknow- 
hdgmcntto  the  Honourable  Alderman  alluded  to,  or  his  testi- 
mony at  their  bai,  was  more  likely  to  be  the  tuith  '  IndmduaK, 
howc\er,  in  that  House,  might  have  suffeied  themselves  to  be 
prejudiced  and  misled,  he  spoke  of  it  as  a  circumstance  not  im« 
possib'e,  from  the  same  sources  by  which  the  pnblu  mind  had 
been  poisoned.  The  efforts  of  some  of  the  weekly  and  dminal 
journals  mid  been  unremitted  m  attempting  to  coirupt  the  public 
mind,  to  prejudice  and  bias  the  opinions  of  all  descriptions  of  men. 
In  such  cucumstanees,  m  so  general  aconspnacy  against  the  pet- 
son  accused,  any  tual  m  any  Couit  of  Justice  would  have  been 
put  off  till  the  public  fe^erhad  abated*  Under  ail  these  disad- 
vantages, the  pi esent  e^qupy  had  been  conducted,  and  under  all 
these  bad  impiessions  propagated  out  of  doors,  they  had  now  conic 
to  this  discussion.  He  trusled,  however,  that  these  bad  impies- 
sions would  be  removed  by  a  calm  and  temperate  examination, 
and  that  no  undue  impiessions  would  be  permitted  to  warp  their 
decisions  m  this  important  investigatibn. 

Kennett's  case  he  likewise  found  free  from  all  imputation  of 
the  charge  of  corruption.  On  the  second  intci view  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  loan,  the  application  had  been  made  to  Colonel  Taylor, 
for  the  puipose  of  procuring  him  a  place,  and  this  as  a,  favour  to 
himself,  and  also  to  Su  H.  Mann,  who  had  recommended  htm. 
In  the  couise  of  the  pioceedmgs,  the  application  had  been  re- 
fused It  had  been  aftei  wards  renewed  in  a  letter  from  Kennett, 
in  which  he  seemed  to  offer  an  advance  m  the  amount  of  the  loan, 
upon  his  appointment  to  a  situation  This  letter  Colonel  Taylor 
had  notevei  shewn  to  the  Duke,  but  merely  reported  the  con- 
tents — The  lettei  itself  was  of  a  dubious  import,  and  they  would 
not  suiely  in  common  candour  suppose  the  worst  upon  it,  and 
thai  too  ipon  a  baie  repie^entatiou  of  its  contents  ,  but  this  pait 
of  the  case  he  should  leave  to  the  obseivations  of  others  that 
t\ere  to  come  after  him 

With  1  expect  to  JBlderion,  this  was  not  pi et ended  to  be  a  case  ui 
which  money  had  been  given  oi  received  ,  but,  from  some  of  the 
JcUers  found  at  Hampstead,  it  appeared  ihat  Mrs.  Claike  had  rc 
teived  applications  fioia  this  person  in  iavourof  persons  in  wboia 
he  was  much  intetested. — This  encumstance,  if  it  piO\ed  any 
thing,  only  shewed  how  extensn ely  Mis.  Claike  had  propagated 
hei  pretensions  to  influence  with  his  Royal  Highness,  and  that  she 
had  thus  imposed  on  eveiy  person  to  whom  her  kno\> ledge  01  ac- 
quaintance hi  any  degree  extended.    There  was  another  letter 
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a1*o  among  those  papers  found  at  Hampstead,  and  wiuten  by  EL 
derton,  the  son,  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York,  thank- 
ing him  fpi  having  obtained  for  him  leave  of  absence  from  su  Ro- 
bert Abeicrombie  -r-Fhe  following  is  a  copy  of  this  letter,  taken 
from  the  minutes 

Sir, 

It  i«»  mfiniteh  bevond  tne  pwer  of  language  to  convey  to  your  Rot,  al 
Highness  an  adequate  idea. '  f  he  extent  of  my  gratitude  for  the  great 
fivoui  wh'(h  you  have  deigned  to  confei  on  :^ie,  m  confirm1  ng  the  leave 
of  absence  grmted  to  me  by  Sir  Robeit  Abercrombie  Your  Royal 
Highnes>  has  raised  me  fiom  the  most  ptofound  despair  to  happiness, 
and  I  shall  never  cease  to  bless  yom  Royal  H<ghnt>s  fjr  \oui  gr<  clous 
condescension  and  goodness,  towards  youi  Royal  Highnc->s's  most  de- 
Toted  Stn  ant, 

HENRY  ELDERTOX 

This  letter,  ohseived  the  "Right  Ho'i,  Member,  was  another 
jtfroof  of  the  way  in  which  Mr*.  Cltrkewasm  the  habit  of  im- 
posmg  upon  those  who  listened  to  her  arts  It  was  found  with- 
out any  envelope,  and  addies^ed  on  the  note  itself  to  his  Ro\al 
Highness,  without  any  seal,  so  that  it  must  have  been  inclosed 
m  a  covei  or  lettei  addiessed  to  Mis  Clarke  for  his  Royal  High  - 
mess.  His  Roval  Highness,  however,  could  never  have  received 
this  lettei,  otheiwise  how  should  it  have  been  found  among  her 
papers  The  fact  i«,  that  she  had  retained  it,  and  never  given  it 
to  the  Duke,  h  iwng  made  this  Officer  believe  that  he  had  ob- 
tained his  leave  of  absence  through  her  mcons,  and  willing  to 
shew  Mis  Clarke  the  expiessions  of  his  gratitude  to  his  Royal 
Highness  for  a  favoui  of  which  hi>>  Roy  a'  Highness  knew  no- 
thing. He  had  inclosed  this  note  unsealed  to  Mrs  Claike,  that 
she  might  deliver  it  to  the  Duke  In  such  on  amstauces,  how- 
ever, it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  it  should  go  farther,  and 
therefore  it  was  found  veiy  naturally  among  Mis  Clarke's  pa- 
pers ;  besides,  it  was  well  known  that  his  Royal  Highness  had 
nothing  to  do  with  regimental  absences,  and  could  not  mter- 
feie  in  this  case  with  Su  Robert  Abeicrombie,  from  whom  the 
leave  of  absence  had  in  fact  been  obtained,  without  any  mteifei- 
euce  on  the  part  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York. 

The  Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  thenduect.d  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  ca*.e  of  Major  Turner  This  wos  the  case,  he 
observed,  of  a  peison,  who  wished  to  resign,  and  be  peimitted  to 
sell  out.  It  appealed  that  a  letter  had  been  sent  fioni  a  Mrs. 
Sinclair  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  saving  that  the  resignation  should 
not  be  admitted  for  bi\  months,  as  she  was  in  a  situation  th  it 
might  then  render  n  necessary  to  know  where  to  find  this  Gen- 
tleman In  consequence  of  this  lettei  the  easiness  had  been  de- 
lijed  for  some  time  till  the  propel  enqunies  could   be  made. 

The 
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The  Honourable  Membei  (Mr.  Wardle)  had  remarked  on  th^ 
case  with  great  severity    He  observed,  that  the  Duke  knew  who 
this  woman  was,  and  therefore  ought  not  to  have  acted  on  her 
mfoimaiion,  m  prejudice  of  an  officer  of  honom  and  merit. 
Does  the  Honourable  Gentleman  then  mean  to  say,  that  no  hi 
foimation  of  whatever  description  should  have  been  received  by 
his  Royal  Highness  on  such  authority  as  this ?    Does  he  mean, 
to  say  that  no  information  is  to  be^  received  on  such  authonty  ' 
Does  not  the  Honourable  Gentleman  perceive  how  far  this  pun- 
csple  will  militate  against  ^himself,  who  has  taken  all  his  mfoi- 
-^nation  from  Mrs.  Clarke  (a  hud  and  tepeated  cry  of  Hear' hem  ?) 
who,  m  the  whole  ol  this  business  before  the  House,  has  acted 
on  her  information  {Hear  f  heal  /)  who,  resting  on  her  allega- 
tions alone*  and  without  waiting  to  make  the  necessary  enqoutes, 
has  brought  these  charges  before  the  house  ?    (Hear  r  hem  ') 
and  pledged  himself  to  the  House,  on  her  authonty  alone,  to 
substantiate  them  ?    (Hear  1  hear')    Should  it  be  thought  cu. 
imnal  in  the  Duke  of  York  to  hslen  to  a  woman  of  character, 
complnniGg  of  injustice  and  oppression,  while  the  Ron  Gently 
man  himself  attempts  to  raise  his  character  and  fame  in  the  pub- 
lic estimation  on  the  authority  of  a  woman  of  an  equally  aban- 
doned chaiacter?    (Heai  '  he^ar1)  They  weie  told  by  Colonel 
Gordon,  at  the  same  lime,  that  the  same  attention  would  have 
been  given  to  an  anonymous  lettei,  had  it  appealed  to  contain 
matter  deserving  of  enquiry     An  anonymous  letter,  it  is  true, 
j^ays  the  Honomabie  Gentleman,  may  contain  mfoimation  wor- 
thy ol  enquiry,  but  from  a  woman  ot  this  description  -  what 
could  be  expected.    Mis.  Sinclair,  however,  did  not  place  the 
information  on  tlie  authonty  of  her  own  testimony  alone  ,  she 
refers  m  her  letter  to  seveial  ofriceis  who  knew  she  said  the  whole 
truth,  and  jet  the  Hon   Munbei,  under  all  these  circumstances 
of  the  case,  compla«nsot  any  delay  having  taken  place,  many 
attempt  at  enquuy  hating  been  made.     General  Caitwright 
having  been  applied  to,  said  ne  was  ignorant  of  the  mattei. 
Other  enqunies  were  likewise  made,  and  such  intormation  ob- 
tained m  the  course  of  three  weeks  as  satisfied  the  Commander 
in  Chief    Without  fartbe*   detav,  Major  Turner  instantly  ob- 
tained leave  to  seH  out,  as  may  he  seen  in  hib  letter,  which  states 
that  he  had  received  the  communication  officially  from  Colonel 
Monday. 

ruit  next  case  to  which  he  should  refer,  was  one  which  had 
been  handled  by  his  Learned  Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  Burton) 
last  night,  m  a  mannei  so  congenial  to  his  feehngs,that  he  should 
find  it  necessary  but  barely  to  allude  to  it.  The  case  was  that 
of  Samuel  Cartel,  and  on  this  he  might  be  peimitted  to  say, 
that  if  Samuel  Cartel  had  no  other  recommendation  than  that  of 
Mrs.  Clarke?  a  peison  cucumstanted  as  he  was,  would  not  have 
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bees  ph  unfit  object  of  attention,  up  >a  eveiy  principle  ef  humane 
ami  «^riMdeiatc  teehng.  If  any  thui£  could  2edeem  Mrs  Clarke 
fum  th&  laiimy  that  belonged  to  h,»j,  it  was  the  manner  m 
Mhich  hl\e  had  beha\ed  to  that  poo.  jlumg  ^  ^  When  asked 
^  JJie  lion  MoniDet,  »vbethci  she  kn^w  Cailer,'  she  replied,  jes  ? 
bat  s'ie  had  hoped  lint  Colonel  Waul'e  \  o  nd  not  have  nie.v 
tioned  him.  He  had  beea  recommended  to  his  liojal  Highness  by 
Captain  mutton,  who  bad  lost  his  m  the  service  rn  1801.  It 
appealed  tint  th,s  application  hid  been  favourably  icceivcd,  but 
that  nothing  had  heui  done  till  1804  This  delay  was  satisfac- 
torily accounted  for  fiom  the  circumstance  ot  there  having  been 
no  \dcancics  ^uung  f hat  period.  He  had  been  represented  by 
the  HonouiAble  Geatlemau  asafootboy  with  Mis,  Clarke,  render- 
in"  his  stcuution  moie  degrading  than  it  rea'ly  was,  tor  it  ap- 
pealed m  evidence  that  he  was  not  in  livtry .  and  he  could 
icaiiy  see  no  good  purpose  it  could  serve,  not  wis  it  at  allcon- 
^itntwith  the  pi  muplcs  of  humanity  to  attempt  to  add  to  the 
dcgiadatioo  of  ius  situation,  nor  could  he  have  been  so  long 
with  Mrs  Claikeasthe  Honourable  Gentleman  had  stated.  s  The 
ewibh^hment  in  GIoiu ester  place  did  not  commence  tdl  IS04,  and 
Gaiter  was  gazetted  in  the  month  of  March  of  that  year?  he 
could  not  iheieiose  hive  been  more  than  thice  months  with  Mr*. 
Ujrke  The  Duke  of  York  on'comirg  mt  >  this  connection  at 
GIol  center  phce,  which  was  certainly  so  m  ith  to  be  regretted, 
aud  finding  here  the  poor  soldier's  sx>n,  who  had  been  recom- 
mended to  him,  is  nt'iated  by  motives  of  humanity,  and  rescues 
turn  jroin  ii»j»  de_ra  situation.  Good  God'  (exclaimed  the 
flight  JUw-uauje  ?LmbeO  \t  a  m  in  is  to  be  punished  for  his 
let  him  i.ot  at  lent  he  p. unshed  loi  his  virtues  (Hear! 
hfur  f)  On  the  first  statement  of  this  case,  it  had,  he  aeknow- 
lrd<*ed,  ciearel  a  cons  djiable  sensation,  but  on  examination  it 
miM  he  set  down  to  bis  Roval  Highaes*  on  the  seoie  of-  me- 
Td  Suppose  even  that  the  original  application  had  been  for- 
gotten, wa«*  *t  i-ot  to  the  ciedit  of  his  Koyai  Highness  to  lake 
the  first  opportunity  of  protecting  and  promoting  the  son  of  a 
xnentonous  soldiei,  when  accident  thiew  him  into  these  circum- 
stances Be  could  never  consider  this  young  man  as  a  common 
servant,  and  whatevei  rnysteiy  might  be  attached  to  his  birth, 
though  there  was  little  doubt  that  he  was  the  son  ot  Captain, 
button,  letteis  evinced  that  he  had  leceued  an  education  su- 
penorto  his  situation,  and"  msteid  of  being  a  disgrace  to  the 
army,  had  proved  himselt  an  honour  to  it,  and  without  mflti- 
pue  or  protection,  he  had  been  pionioted  by  his  merit  alone  to 
fjie  Stiff*  in  the  West  Ind.es,  where  he  was  at  the  picsent  time 
urvmg  He  had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  legretted  that  this 
ta§s  had  evu  been  mentioned  ,  and  he  hoped  that  when  this  m- 
Vi station  should  be  known  where  he  wjs  serving,  it  would  not 
'J  JNo°.  XX/UI.— Vol  2  ^0 
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he  leceived  with  a  feeling  r^ich  would  prove  injurious  to  fffe 
youna  man,  but  th\t  it  would  pioducea  veiy  oontran  efl^c 

With  respect  to  the  ca&e  of  Genet al   Chvenng,  the  Right 
Hon.   Gentleman   observed,   that  the  leltei  vvas  m  all  lhejr 
hands,  in  which  the  Duke  of  York,  writing  to  Mis  Clarl  e,  said 
that  Clavenng  was  m>staken,  and  that  no  new  regiments  wer<5 
to  be  raised*    It  had  been  said  that  this  letter  appeared  to  have 
been  written  with  gieat  caution,  but  any  man  vho  looked  at 
the  letter  would  be  convinced  that  it  was  not  written  toi  the 
public  eye.    This  letter  compared  with  others,  still  shewed  moie 
evidently,  that  the  correspondence  between  his  Royal  Highness 
and  -Mrs.  Clarke  was  of  a  different  nature  from    whit  Mjs\ 
Clarke  had  generally  wished  to  be  believed*    General  (layering 
acknowledges  to  have  offered  her  one  thousand  pouftds  for  a 
regiment,  and  there  is  very  htlle  doubt  but  this  had  tempted 
Mrs.  Clarke  to  try  if  there  was  any  probability  of  his  obtain- 
ing such  an  appointment  ;  but  we  find  that  his  Royal  Highness 
immediately  thiows  cold  water  on  it,  and  checks  any  such  inter- 
ference.   It  is  evident  also,  that  the  letter  of  General  Cla- 
venng, respecting  the  plan  of  draughting   from   the  militia, 
could    have  no  connection  with  any  letter  from  the  Duke  : 
otherwise  it  must  have  been  foi  warded  to  him,  and  could  not 
h&ve  been  found  among  Mrs  Clarke's  papeis,  as  we  find   it  to 
be  along  with  that  of  Eldetton     The  truth  is,  that  she  v.slitd 
to  make  it  to  be  believed  that  she  con  esponded  with  lh\  Duke  on 
those  subjects,  and  pietended  to  forward  to  him  such  letters, 
wjide  sheN  must  have  been  coi responding  with  hna  on  a  \eiy 
different  subject,  and  playing  off  her  own  game  on  the  General. 
With  respect  to  the  communication,  that  no  new  legiments  weie 
to  be  raised,  it  must  have  appeared  to  bis  Royal  Highness  as  a 
subject  of  indifference,  and  for  that  reason  he  might  not  scruple  to 
correspond  respecting  it  in  that  freedom  of  communication  which 
appears  in  this  letter. 

With  regard  to  the  case  of  Dr.  O'Meara,  without  doubt  that 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  mihtaiy  transactions  of  the 
*  fmrntarider  m  Chief.  It  could  not  but  be  regretted  in  a  moral 
l^mt  of  view,  that  a  peison  of  his  leveiend  profession  should 
feek  the  objects  of  his  wishes  thiough  such  means,  and  that  any 
man  of  his  profession  should  come  into  the  Lands  of  Mrs.  Clarke 
in  such  a  way,  was  much  to  be  lamented  — The  fact  was  that 
f>r.  O'Meara  being  most  anxious  to  preach  before  the  Royal  ra- 
mify, had  received  a  recommendation  from  the  Archbishop  of 
Tuam  to  his  Royal  Highness,  who  did  not  think  the  worse  of 
himself  for  receiv  mg  it  m  that  way,  so  that  upon  the  whole  0/ 
She  circumstances,  this  case,  though  m  a  moral  point  of  view  it 
eras  culpable,  certainly  m  a  military  point  of  view  did  not 
attach  any  criminality  whatever  to  the  conduct  of  his  Royal 

Highness— 
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IT'^hn^q?  —."From  several  of  the  letters  which  were  found  in 
fapU'u  S  indcu's  po>>se^!on,  he  shou'd  he  aVe  to  show  that  his 
Hoy  vl  Highness  wis  not  acqun.uvted  with  these  transactions  ; 
fcr  m  the  yerv  fust  of  them  Mn.  Cia.Ke  m  a  short  cornph- 
mentai y  note,  desired  Captain  Sindon.  hy  no  mem«  to  tome  to 
her  at  the  Opera,  as  the  two  Duke*  would  he  m  hci  h  *x,  anil 
-Gteemvood  with  h»s  prying  eyes;  feo  extienfely  apprehensive 
was  she  that  she  should  not  hasten  with  Captem  SauaVi,  wfeo 
vtB*  known  to  M»  Greenwood  to  ba  one  of  those  persons  eon* 
*<Tiaed  m  French's  levy,  aad  &usp  uotvs  imghc  an*e  by  their 
being  *ee»  together.  But  m  another  letter  a  sldi  stronger  proof 
of  her  angiety  to  conceal  these  transact) ens  from  the  know- 
ledge^ the  Duke  of  Yorfc,  appears  *  for  m  writing  to  Capiatp 
Saadon,  she  desired  hiro  to  he  on  his  guard,  and  never  Jet  his 
ltp#  breathe  her  name,  it  being  a  matter  of  great  delicacy  Jhat 
nothing  should  transpire  to  bring  their  names  together.  There 
was  a  still  stronger  proof  in  the  letters  respecting  fepedding'g 
promotion,  from  which  it  appealed  that  Mis.  Claikewas  very 
anxious  for  his  advancement,  and  yet  upon  the  evidence  of  Co- 
lonel Gordon,  no  such  promotion  eyer  existed,  a  further  proof 
of*  the  little  influence  she  had  ovei  the  Commander  m  Chief 
in  those  transactions.  He&ides  all  these,  there  was  still  a  most 
^conclusive  fact  against  the  influence  she  was  supposed  to  hay* 
over  his  Royal  Highness,  and  this  was  her  own  sUtement,where« 
in  she  gave  a  direct  contradiction  to  her  assertions  She  stated 
-that  Mr  Greenwood  was  to  hive  a  share  in  the  money  arising 
from  procuimg  those  ptomotiqn*  Now,  could  any  body  be- 
lieve that  this  was  said  foi  any  other  purpose  but  to  bung  m 
the  name  of  Mr.  Greenwood  as  a  paity  to  these  transactions^ 
And  this  was  a  still  futthei  instance  of  her  oarefaced  disregard 
to  tiuth.  It  was  not  a  case  wherein  she  was  to  influence  thu 
Duke  of  York,  but  a  plau  to  procure  recommendations  for 
persons  seeking  pj  emotion 

In  adveitmg  to  the  case  of  the  pigment  for  the  p^ate,  h 
observed  that  the  wnolc  sums  pud  h)  the  Duke  m  draughts 
amounted  to  13631  which  w«s  made  m  d  if  lent  piymenb  If 
io  that  was  added  the  sum  p  >d  of  500]  hy  ivli*  uhuke,  the 
whole  \  ould  a.Tioniit  to  above  18001.  which  re  Hi  y  wis  the  case, 
it  did  not  appeal,  however,  that  the  Duke  was  aware  of  any 
gieater  sum  than  13631  which  was  about  the  price  of  the  Dnk« 
of  Berry's  plate  The  5001  had  been  paid  previously  to  any  of 
these  sums,  and  appeared  to  have  been  unknown  to  his  Royal 
th^huess  and  had  it  even  been  known  to  him,  was  it  to  follow 
that  therefore  he  must  have  known  the  mannei  in  which  that 
f*00l  was  obtained  >  She  had  before  that  received  from  his 
Highness  5001.  for  buying  linen  Besides,  as  she  wis  not  in  debt, 
ibui  had  been  living  m  &uch  uicimsUnces  as  to  enable  hei  to 
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gWe  mofi^y,  hi<?  Royal  Highness  was  sot  to  suppose  that  if 
she  had  money  to  dispose  of,  she  must  have  got  it  in  th^  manner. 
It  was  true,  that  Mrs  Clarke  m  her  evidence  stated  that  his 
Boyal  jfrighnessi  piovided  for  Gloucester-Place  veiy  l*f tie  wine, 
whereas  agjeat  deal  was  drank  there  ,  hut  surety  when  his  Ro\sl 
Highness'*  money  went  generally  for  the  use  of  the  house  and 
the  tahle,  whether  the  expendituie  of  it  went  in  wine  or  in  any 
other  article  was  wholly  immaterial ,  and  this  would  appear  to 
be  the  cafe  when  reference  v%as  made  to  the  testimony  of  Mi& 
Favtry  ;  and  hy  refeiring  to  the  evidence,  it  would  also  he 
found  that  the  Duke,  although  he  did  not  give  hills  for  every 
particular  item  m  the  way  of  housekeeping,  yet  there  Mrs.  Clarke 
herself  admits  that  the  Duke  gave  her  bills  to  get  her  netklace 
xnit  of  pawn  from  Parker,  tbe  jeweller,  in  Fleet  sheet,  which 
necklace  might  have  been  pawned  for  necessaries  for  the  house, 
and  jof  course,  whether  the  bills  which  his  Royal  Highness  had 
given  were  to  take  jewels  out  of  pawn,  that  were  deposited  for 
the  purposes  of  the  house,  or  gave  the  bills  immediately  for  the 
purposes  themselves,  it  amounted  to  exactly  the  same  thing, 
it  was  for  hou&e-keeping  in  Gloucester-Place. 

But  much  stress  had  been  laid  on  that  part  of  Mrs.  Clarke's 
testimony,  wherein  she  stated  that  she  was  left  in  debt  by  bis 
Royal  Highness  to  tbe  extent  of  200OL  He  wished  Gentlemen 
"Would,  when  forming  their  opinion  upon  this  part  of  the  case, 
look  /also  to  the  same  page  of  her  testimony.  There  they 
would  find  that  after  she  had  been  separated  from  the  Duke, 
the  house  m  Gloucester  Place  was  sold  for  4,4l)0l.  Then  how 
could  it  be  possible,  had  she  meant  to  deal  fanly  by  his  Royal 
Highness,  that  she  conkl  be  20001.  m  debi?^  The^e  crcurnstan- 
ces,  it  they  did  nothing  else,  must  go  greatly  to  incline  the 
scale  of  opinion  in  judging  on  the  expenditure  of  his  Royal 
H  ghnesp,  and  consequently  of  establishing  the  fact,  that  it  was 
to  such  an  amount  as  preluded  the  possibility  of  his  pnvityv 
1o  any  other  umnnal  tmrsactions,  ard  it  would  be  seen  in 
lhat  part  of  her  testimony,  vsheie  she  gives  an  account  of 
Dowlei's  bill,  and  her  ov»n  being  outstanding,  that  his  Royal 
Highness  expended  by  bills  the  sum  of  SDOl.  to  take  them  up, 
all  of  which  must  ha\e  gone  m  the  article  of  housekeeping  in 
"Oloucester-Place,  and  therefoie  ccnt'rm  the  extent  of  expenditure 
which  he  first  made  to  thai  tJoase,  1  ameij,  that  the  sum  wasted 
there  did  not  fall  short  oi  21,0001  in  the  course  of  three  years 
and  therefoie  it  w<is  hul  just  to  draw  this  1  lference  from  the 
whole,  that  reflecting  *  n  tie  extent  of  this  expenditure,  it  xxmld 
nevei  be  imagined  that  he  beueved  she  was  suppoitcd  bj  conurt 
transactions  to  maintain  a  household,  which  he  had  so  amply 
provided  the  means  lor  himself ;  the  more  especially  when  &be 
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-was  eternalfy  drawing  upon  him  by  dnb'els  of  20QL  §001.  a«# 
l3o1  at  a  time. 

It  may  be  lifted,  aM  inj^en1  he  had  remarked  that  some^forcer 
wW  lai  I  upon  his  Royal  Holmes*  not  'looking  mto,  and  examnw 
Dvr  bis  amounts  of  expenditure,  and  the  ttenns  for  which  su^h 
exp^nJIlnre  took  phce,  but  Gentto  nen  would  readrtjr  admit  ffrat 
wtien  the  mems  o^'mcet^  the  whole- extent  at  the  oloraent 
are  pot  nt  hand,  looking  into  nccotmtb  is  a  vcirunpfteraitf , 
att  alf  times  a'  disbeirtenm^  task  U  was  not,  therefore,5 
to  be  wondeied  as  when  the  rink  and  stf  nation  of  the  Illuatri* 
on 8  Person  were  consi  lered,  that  he  should  neglect  so  irksome 
a  daiv 

\\n v  examining  the  evident  of  Mn  Favery  it  Will  be  seeft 
'Out  the  objeU  in  bnn;m^  her  fonvaul  was  with  a  view  Ur 
<ynroboi  ate  the  testimony  of  *?r>  CVce  Now  how,  he  asked, 
was  $t  possible  that  t He  "evidence  of  snch  i  womm  cotttd  be 
tfcprn'iel  upon,  who  hail  m>  grossly  faJs  $ed  herse'f  ?  $he  was 
evident lj  the  hal^istei  of  Mis  €larke,  ah hon^h  she  disavowed 
it.  Wnen  thit  put  of  her  evidence  was  considered,  wheietn>she 
wis  nitei rotated  as  be>ng  a  r  latum  or  Mis  Ciatke,  was  it  not 
fre*h  u\  the  recollection,  how  sU»  played  w»th  the  House,  how 
she  e.idei von red  to  avoid  aivi-isj  _disti  ct  answeis,  and  bemj?  press- 
el,  she  at  list  sain1,"  How  tan  \  teH  wtietbei   t  am  the 

(hugSiei-ot  Mr  Fdiquh-u  or  noP'*  This,  he  woul '  appeal  to 
th'e  vvhoh  House,  w  is  not  M'»  way  m  whiJi  a  wtness  desirous 
H!m.»  the  tinth,  and  ot  not  co.ue ilnv*  it,  would  have  sjtvei 
evidence  befote  s  ?ch  tan  Ass*  mbiy  Pne  i  her  tes'imony  «  it!i  re- 
spect to  iVI» .  Cih* .  It  appe  u  d  s^e  fou  id  out  that  he  was  sum- 
moned to  <>ivrt  hi>  teslun  >ny  res  jet  tin*  v'lat  he -was  supposed 
io  know  of  her  and  ot  Mrs  t'Urke  at  then  bar,  she  immedi- 
ately renaued  to  hi»n,  and  ende  avowed  to  cytfie  hirii  into  a 
can>  >adeo«t  by  herself,  as  a  reason  foi.  re^iesen  mo  him  as  a 
curpuifpr,  as  a  -dmpkeepei,  or  trid'sinan,  :ra\ellm£,  oi  moving 
ahont  from  phut*  to  pUVe,  "by  tei  me;  him  that  hir  raott.e  wis 
to  wreen  bmifiou  the  t wk  of  btn-  caiVJ  to  give  ev  d-ice 
at  the  Bar  of  tint  H»u^,  wheiets  hei  real  dtid  serret  motive 
was  to  co  ueal  hors'eit  and  her  ail  a  ice  v  th  Ms  cUi  vc,  that 
by  the  «\pp^ nance  of  hivti*  eo  4a»ndy  couaettioi  with  Iier^  tne 
iestimjoii)  hhe  gave  in  tne  *e  ub\  tace  ol  a  disinterested  witness, 
LUi'^ht  hive  the  mote  crede»it< ,  U»e  more  beiivt  and  weight  an- 
B^xed  to  it  ,  It  r  what  j^hd  ,  ppear  in  the  evnleae  cd  Mi  KHu  ? 
Why,  in  fact,  th  U  he  hid  e  n^loye  1  hei  in  trie  name  o'  Far- 
quhir,  and  mthit  ni.ie  Mis  C  ir  hu<»eU  ^d  net  it  tyts 
house,  althoa^h  m  ihe  auonat  with  she  ^a\e  .U  ihe  Bar  *h } 
gravely  declared  that  shenevei  knew  Fa  very  by  tn)  otnei  .u.us 
wkdst  at  the  sine  mtuientsbe  Mras  p\t'*ttly  t  e  1  d>  »vi  >c^i  V  " 
she  hei&elt  had  leeonimendel  h^i  to  >Ir   fid»s  l>v  ,  i 
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Farquhar,and  by  no  other,  as  Mr  Ellis  himself  (who  it  would  he 
admitted  was  an  un  impeached  witness  every  way,and  whose  charac- 
ter was  that  of  an  honourable,  upright,  and  learned  man)  at- 
tested befoie  the  House.  He  mentioned  these  glaim^  falsehoods 
of  Mrs  Cla»ke  and  Mis.  Fa  very,  to  shew  what  sort  of  people  the 
House  had  to  deal  with,to  shew  the  conspnacy  that  existed,  to  ex- 
hibit one  glaring  feature  of  the  piece,  and  to  manifest  how,  he 
rrght  say,  by  the  most  muaculous  means,  tjieir  falsehoods  were 
discovered. 

He  would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  dwelling  on  the 
presumption  that  his  Royal  Highness  hadxormived  at  ttie  transac- 
tions in  which  Mrs  Clarke  was  engaged,  or  he  would  not  have 
surrounded  himself  with  some  of  trie  most  honourable  chaiacters 
of  which  the  army  could  boast.  General  Calvert  and  Col  Gor- 
don were  two  individuals  of  that^description  But  his  Honourable 
and  Learned  Friend  behind  him  had  impressed  this  part  of  the 
subject  too  forcibly  to  render  it  necessary  for  him  to  sa>  any  thing 
more  upon  it  "  i  have  now,"  added  the  R.ght  Honouiable  Gen- 
tleman, "  gone  through  the  whole  of  this  extensive  cage,  and 
have  made  the  various  observations  which  have  occuried  to  me  on 
the  different  points  connected  with  it.  These  observations  might 
wnquestionably  be  extended  to  a  much  greater  length  $  but  I 
trust  I  have  sard  enough  to  induce  the  House  to  do  their  duty  ; 
and  to  shew  them,  that  with  such  a  case,  and  under  such  circum- 
stances as  those  which  attend  it,  they  must  give  a  decided  opinion, 
aye  or  no,  on  the  question  before  them  After  that  decision  has 
been  made,  it  will  be  foi  the  House  to  consider,  what  will  be  their 
next  expedient  step,  if  the  House  should  adopt  the  resolution 
which  1  have  pioposed,  they  must  then  enter  into  a  comparison  of 
the  Address  winch  1  have  submitted  to  them,  and  that  submitted 
to  them  by  the  Honourable  Gentleman  — After  making  th  ^  ,om- 
pariffon,  I  will  confidently  assert,  that  the  House  must  preftr  muie, 
for  whatever  may  be  their  ulterior  proceahng,  I  am  petsiaded 
that  they  will  i  ot  debase  themselves  as  to  shrink  fiom  adeclaia- 
tion  of  then  opinion  on  the  whole  case  ,  and  if  I  am  correct  m  this 
persuasion,  they  mxibl  necessarily  abandon  the  Honourable  Gentle- 
man's Addiesb,  which  is  founded  on  this  alternative,  namely,  that 
whether  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  is  guilty  or  not 
,ffuiJty,  the  same  result  must  ensue.  The  Address  proposed  by  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  is  founded  on  the  assertion,  that  rn a! -prac- 
tices have  existed,  au<j  that  then  existence  must  have  been  known 
jto  his  Royal  Highness  But  whether  or  not,  his  Rjval  Highness 
4ias  himself  been  guilty  of  coriupt  piactices,  i&  immaterial,  to  the 
sub^t  mUve  measm  e  proposed  by  the  Honourable  Gentleman  Let 
that  he  as  it  raaj  ,  meiihei  case  the  same  course  is  to  be  taken 
Now>  Sir>  if  the  Honourable  Gentleman  had^o  framed  lus  original 
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charges  against  the  Duke  of  York,  and  had  so  couched  the  speech 
in  w^ich  those  charges  weie  opened  to  the  House,  as  to  lay  his 
Royal Highnesa's coiruphon  out  of  his  view,  then,  indeed,  the 
question,  before  the  House  would  be  of  a  different  complexion. 
ISutthe  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  has  not  doue  this.  From 
(he  first  to  the  last  he  has  alleged  corrupt  pr»ctices  against  the 
BukeofYork  I  trust,  therefoie,  that  the  House  will  do  their,, 
duty,  and  before  they  wound  the  paternil  ears  of  his  Majesty  with 
any  declaration  of  the  nature  and  amount  of  that  corruption,  that 
they  will  say,  whether  or  not  his  Royal  Highness  is  guilty  at  all  of 
any  corruption  ;  and,  if  not  guilty,  that  they  will  adopt,  the  Ad- 
dress which  I  shall  have  the  honour  of  proposing  to  thera.  When 
the  House  with  judicial  feelings,  shall  have  disposed  of  the  judicial 
question  befoie  them,  the  other  question,*  question  not  dependant 
oa  judicial  feelings,  but  on  considerations  of  general  policy  and 
expediency,  will  remain  to  he  decide  !  Sir,  1  am  far  from  desir- 
ous of  maintaining  the  opinion  that  political  considerations  ought 
to  exclude  all  moral  and  lehgious  consideiations  But  if  moial 
and  religious  consideiations  should  induce  us  to  take  any  step  de- 
claratory of  our  unfavourable  sentiments,  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness,  \  trust,  that  in  making  that  decla- 
ration we  shall  not  forget  what  we  are  ourselves  ,  i  trust,  Sir,  that 
our  moral  feelhlg  will  not  allow  us  to  be  insensible  to  our  own. 
frailties  ;  and  Unit  our  religious  feeling  will  induce  us  to  be  chari- 
tably indulgent  to  others,  however  severe  we  may  be  to  ourselves. 
I  am  convinced  that  the  House  must  be  aware  of  much  *n  the  cha- 
lacter  and  conduct^  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York, 
which  vull  make  them  deeply  i egret  the  necessity  (if,  contrary 
to  my  opinion,  suih  a  necessity  should  be  thought  to  exist)  ot 
takings  ach  steps  as  may  tend  to  remove  his  Royal  Highness  from 
a  situation  for  which  i  torceive  him  peculiarly  qualified.  It  there 
be  a  man  who  thinks,  that  during  the  fourteen  or  fifteen  years  that 
that  illustrious  individual  h&s  possessed  the  Chief  Command,  the 
aimy  has  p<ospered  in  an  unexampled  manner,  that  he  has  intro- 
,  duced  regulations  of  the  most  wise  and  beneficial  nature ;  that  he 
has  consulted  the  mteresr  of  the  officers,  and  the  comfoit  of  the 
soldier)  vj  thai  he  his  promoted  merit,  wherever  it  has  displaced 
itself,  th  it  he  has  in  prov  eo  the  general  character  of  the  amiy*  and 
reformed  Us  disc*pl>u  ,  tttat  he  has  watched  with  paiental  care^over 
themteiesis  of'tht  troops, b^tl  e  establiahmentoi  charitable  institu- 
tions for  ihf\i  famili"s,and  ot  schools  aiid  colleges  tor  thepuipose  of 
military  education  ,  —it  iheie  be  a  man  who  thinks  that  any  oilier 
aiiangenajntwoiilJ  proba')iy  be  '^finitely  less  advantageous  to  the 
aim^aud  to'the  counti  *, — th  i%  >t  wouldaitoid  a  greater  lafciiudef or 
the  e\eiC!se  of  paft}  teelmgi,— that  it  mi^ht  create  an  endless 
variety  ot  pttiy  jeaiousies  , — that  it  would  in  ail  human  likelihood 
opeu  acijoi  foi  evei)  de&ci iptiouot  improper  integrant  e ; — tha 
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h  wo'ild  produce  a  clung  e  of  system  which,  considered  simply 
as  achate,  must  give  but!»  to^eatevls  *  rftheie  be  a  man  who 
think*  all  this,  that  m4*i,  S,i,  wiU  see  with  the  deepest  legret  any 
necessity  th  it  mav  be  tuppwd  to  extst  for  adopting;  measures 
Jeadmg  lo  tfu*  dismissal  iron*  office  of  the  present  iHustrions  Com- 
wander  in  Chief,  I  cinnot  hut  feel,  £ir,  that  in  the  course  of  the 
'ob«ervr*lu  ps  w«'h  ^ h i«h  I  have  trespasseJ  on  tbe  patience  of  the 
Ho<w>e  much  has  hc%,n  octuttcJ,  which  i  may  pioban'v  have  aria- 
thtr  onpoi  torn'}  of  supidyin<*  1  cannot  ho  *evei  leham  from 
ro?kmg  a  Tew  moarks  on  somothh)^  t!w  fell  from  the  Honour- 
able GenMemaa  opposite,  at  the  close  of  hii  speech  lie  told  u&, 
Sir,  "  that  the  country  will  decide  on  the  c  mdjet  of  the  Comman- 
dei  in  Chief,  and  <m  the  conduct  of  the  House  of  Common*  "  If 
the  HonouiaMe  Gentlenan  r*  e*"t  moiety  to  s(ate,  that  the  cha- 
racter of  this  House  with  tlw  public  is  an  impoitmt  consideration, 
and  thU  piopei  I)  to  estimate  and  justly  ro  (kwv.'  public  opinion, 
was  to  insure  to  ourseUes  ihe  tr*eatib  < i  In  m«-  *  i  v'c  >bk  to  o%  r 
'dmntry,  I  ent»rel>  agree  v\i»h  1  lU'i  it,  w»lb  lb  s  •♦ropoittion, 
the  Honourable  Gentler  an  u*Un<dcl  to  conp'e  the  nlca,  that  to 
^any  opinion  formed  bv.  the  puMa,  or  a  pirt  of  tnc  ~\>  ihhc,  01 
garbled  extracts  of  the  eMde^ce,  and  cmcui  i*ed  thioaghout  the 
Kingdom  with  malicious  ludufclry,  the  Kou*e  1*  to  piy  the  deier- 
•ence  of  submitting  its  owi  jt  dement,  cxt'  j*ed  01  its  o 
of  the  subject,  against  such  1  \  rmuple,  I  ♦uustenlei  my  « t  o«  cest 
protest.  We  miist  hope  that  what  mc  do  wtij  \y  d  ily  appieti  (  d 
by  those  fio  n  wi  om  we  hgi^hue  ,  ih  it  the  eu'i^hfened  »uid<»- 
ilanding  of  the  pec,|  le  at  l*it,e,  wd1  g.ve  credit  10  tluu  Jtepr*- 
senlaUvefr  for  the  iatfhlul  disc  haige  01  the  tru*i  tct»  ed  'n  then*  $ 
and  that  they  w.li  lonett  «ny  er  10***0  imprcs*  o~s  when  tne 
edoifs  of  interested  and  nnpi uncled  m  bv>d«>al§  ma)  ha*«t  ende  1- 
Touied  to  produce  If  tht«e  b*,  i.ot  *he  9'UiUmtn's  by  wh »ch  the 
House  wit  govern  themselves,  I  that  our  char 'etc  \s  lost — I' 
say  thA  ^e had  belter  *  t  vnce  sime  i/fer  o.irsdus  and  o'h  coan- 
tiy  to  ihefur*  01  a  wild  democi  icv  — I  am  uiml>  comment  that 
the  House  wdl  take  the  pirt  *uidi  bc*om<  «  iltui  di^»  it)  ,  th  »t 
they  \*i  I  put  out  of  the.i  co  tt>  dei »  10a  ^\try  1m predion  btjt  thai 
whuh  hie>  may  have  Kcttv**it  f»oui  'he  evide>u.'j  on  lac  t  ^>le  r 
that  they  will  cemj  to  aCet  &10  \  m\u  cd  by  an)  of  those  p»*i/* 
1 4  atjOi»s,  the  tendency  of  which  i^  «  >  %hiagtiod«,  and  to  whuh  I 
have  U  foieaiiud,  I  feel  con  belt  1  lib  *t  the  ilou^t  wji»  U>  *'ie  r 
d«)t>,  b)  1  q  resenting  to  ihe  imone  iho  mnotencv  of  bib  Koyal 
Ili^hiie«s,  as  hi  <>s  hi%  charattci  has  been  submitted  to  our  inves- 
tigation Jncomtiion  v»ith  evcrj  man,  I  eaUiu  u  a  hi«:b  respect 
f)r  public  opinion  j  I  tiu«i  I  Uo  11  >t  an  eg  ate  too  mi«<h  to  my^e  f 
when  i  a»  eit,  thH  the  mien  est  *  h  ch  Hi  ive  hi  piesn  viu#  public 
'  opiu  on,  it»  notice  ihau  that  of  the  UonouiaoJc  xicntiemau ,  and 
that  hi  the  vthoie  piog«tSb  of  ilm  mqiiiiy,  i  ba*e  evinced  the  ie- 
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8pe$t  which  I  feel  for  it.    Ta  many  instances,  the  course  expedient 
to  &;;^j[<>jitet!,:h&  presented  an  alternative  of  extremely  difficult 
choice i  '.'aW in 'tie  case  more  particularly  than  at  the -very  outset 
of  the  busiiiess,  when  (he  Holi.se  had  to  determine,  whether  the 
investigation sdioiild  be  public,  or  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
The  advice  which  I  then  gave,  nothing  has  occurred  to  make  me 
reppnt.    I  do  think,  that  if  the  Duke  of  York  is  to  be  'acquitted * 
as  I^dMdeatly  trust  he  will  he,  of  the  foal  charges  preferred 
agaHlst  him,  that  the  public  mode  in  which  the  inquiry  has  been 
conducted,  will  heinhniteSy  more  satisfactory  to  his  Royal  High* 
ness,  the  House,  and  the  Country,  than  if  it  had  proceeded  in  a 
more  private  manner.— That  ttie  latter  would,  in  some  respects, 
have  been  the  more  advantageous  method,  I  am  satisfied;  hut 
that  the  inconveniences  and  evils  would  have  preponderated,  I  am 
completely  convinced.    Whether,  however,  that  course  was  thfe' 
better  or  not,  when  once  adopted,  U  was  highly  desirable  that  the 
benefits  which  it  was  anticipated  the  public  would  derive  from  it, 
should  not  be  withheld,    J  was  therefore  anxious,  that  by  ho  ex- 
clusion of  testimony,  any  suspicion  or  jealousy,  on  the  part  of  the 
jiuhlic,  should  attach  to  our  proceedings.    Throughout  the  whole 
case,  therefore,  I  have  recommended  the  admission  of  every  da* 
scrr^tioh  of  testimony,  and  have  perhaps  m  this  reap^ct,  gone  be- 
yond what  was  my  strict  line  of  duty,    Iu  the  elucidation  of  th« 
whole  business,  I  have  felt  as  much  imxiely  a-  if  the  character  of 
a  brother  had  been  concerned  ;  bul  In  ?  his  prop,  sition  which  I  mi 
about  to  tender  to  the  Bouse,  I  huv*;  beeu  iuilueuced  by  those 
considerations  alone,  which  would  have  influenced  me  in  the  cast- 
of  in  entire  stranger.    I  have  diwo  thai  which  I  thought  . pub- 
lic justice,  and  public  policy  demanded  of  me.    U  is  for  the  House 
to  determine  on  the  quesiiou^efora  them.    For  myself,  and  for 
thejudgment  which  the  country  may  pronounce  on  my  conduct, 
I  repeat, 'that  Tain  perfectly  easy.    As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
assure  Jthe  Honourable  Gentleman  o^posiie*  ?hat  although  my 
constituents  are  as  popular  in  their  sentiments  as  those  of  any 
Member  in  the  House,  I  have  not.  the  least  apprehension,  that 
when  the  course  which  I  have  puisued  is  explained  to  them,  I  shall 
forfeit  that  confidence  W  hich  for  so  many  years' it  has  been  my 
good  fortune  to  enjoy. '*    The  Right  Honourable  Gentiemau  con* 
eluded  a  most  eloquent  and  impressive  speech,  by  moving  aa 
amendtr;e  ,t  to  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wardle.  S?e  page  459. 

Mr.  Bragoe  Bathorst  disapproved  of  the  Address  proposed 
by  the  Honourable  Mover  who  opened  the  debate,  and  also  of 
the  course  recommended  by  his  Right  Honourable  Friend,  who 
had  just  sat  down.  With  the  principle  of  his  Resolution,  so  far 
as  related  to  an  acquittal  from  the  charge  of  personal  corruption, 
he  perfectly  concurred.  But  he  would  prefer  a  more  comprehen- 
sive resolution^  which  should  at  Once  embrace  all  the  noints  of  tha 

case, 
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case,  far  there  were  other  (barges  as  ^cl!  as  that  rff  pe^onal 
corruption  respecting  tntlitaiy  matters  upon  w»*  ch  the  Houses 
ought  to  pronounce  an  opinion  To  the  course  otlns  l?i;'ht  Hon. 
Friend  ht»  objected,  because  he  did  not  propose  to  flu  enough 
in  the  tint  irstan  e,_and  jet  when  ihii  was  done,  what  hgpio* 
posed  to  do  afterwaids,  appeared  to  be  from  <t?  tone  and  maimer 
quite  superfluous,  and  something  moie,  if  the  resolution  were 
earned  ilfere  could  be  no  necessity  for  tile  Address  For, 
Unless  it  wis  intended  to  <\hk  the  king  to  do  someifii.ig—imless 
U  wa*  to  lead  some  practical  result,  it  itai  neither  udual 
fior  p«i rl ia m  en  tai y  I o  add i ess  his  Majesty.  Of  the  peculrar  mt- 
portance  of  the  question  under  consideration  he  was  fully  awaret, 
from  the  connection  of  the  accused  with  onr  Sovereign,  and  also 
from  other  causes,  and  the  connexion  he  had  the  honeui  to  have 
Bad  with  the  illustrious  person  nndci  consideration,  he  most 
feel  the  dutv  he  had  to  perform  of  a  very  painful  nature,  but  stilt 
he  should  perform  it. 

Disapproving  of  the  course  recommended  on  both  sides  of  tile 
House,  he  still  wished  that  a  decisive  judgment  should  be  pro- 
nounced with  regard  to  the  Commander  m  Chte?,  who  under 
all  the  encu instances  disclosed  in  the  evidence  am>eared  unfit  t® 
-retam  his  ofbee.  He  would  therefore  propose  that  the  Hons* 
should  come  to  a  resolution  «o  cleaily  and  decidedly  uitimating 
its  opinion  upon  this  occasion,  that  his  Royal  Highness  himseff 
thou'd  feel  the  propnetyof  resigning,  rather  than  that  the  pa- 
rental feel <«gs  of  his  Majebty  should  be  disturbed,  by  preseatrng 
fnm  an  address  for  the  removal  of  his  own  son.  Every  part  of 
the  case  which  disc'osed  any  blame  athibutable  to  the  Duke1  of 
"Yoik,  might  and  ought  to  form  a  pat  t  of  th  s  resolution.  He 
lepeateo1  that  he  acquitted  the  Duke  of  York  of  an)  personal 
corrosion;  hut  theie  were  other  parts  of  his  conduct  which 
called  foi  reprehension,  and  which  justified  the  resolution  he 
meant  to  submit.  Something  more  in  the  waj  of  censure  than 
his  Right  Hon  Friend  piofesied,  was  essentially  necessary,  if  it 
^ere  only  as  an  admonition  and  example  to  other  pi itices.  Bat 
someihmg  moie  was  due  to  public  morality 

Of  the  whole  of  thejaitei  part  of  his  Right  Honourable 
"Friend  s  Address  he  chsapproved,because  it  appeared  to  De-ground- 
^ed  solely  upon  a  letter  lately  received  by  that  House,  of  which 
he  disapproved  also  What  was  it  because  the  Duke  of  York 
thought  proper  ia  tnat  lettei  to  expiess  his  regret  that  his 
conduct  had  been  subject  to  animadversion,  &c  that  the  House 
express  a  *'  confident  expectation,"  as  his  Honourable  Friends 
Address  stated  it,  that  no  such  a  woman  as  Mrs.  Clarke  should 
iever  again  have  access  to  him,  or  be  allowed  to  influence  his 
timid  upon  the  subject  of  mihtaiy  promotions;  nay,  more,  that 
the  House  should  put  his  Royal  "Highness  m  competition  with 
*hts  illustrious  father '  WUfc 
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With  respect  to  the  character  of  the  witnesses  that  had  been 
b*o*rght  forward,  he  contended,  that  however  susp'cious  that 
character,  however  they  might  be  justly  accused  of  being  at 
least  accomplices  in  the  crime  which  they  professed  to  expose, 
yet  when  their  testimony  was  con  oborated  by  mdi^pjtablo  docu- 
ment?, it  ought  unquestionably  to  have  its  due  weight.  It 
was,  evident,  trom  the  depositions,  that  Mis  Clarke  did  apply 

the  Duke  of  Yoik  upon  the  subject  of  military  promotions; 
and  thit,  instead  of  being  repelled,  or  leceivmg  a  warning  not  lo 
meddle  in  such  business,  she  was  most  graciously  attended  to* 
and  although  such  evidence  did  not  implicate  the  Duke  of  Yoik 
in  personal  corruption,  d<d  not  any  encouragement  of  sucn  inter- 
ference, on  the  part  of  such  a  woman,  tend  to  coriuption  ?  indeed 
the  corruption  had  been  indisputably  proved  ;  and  the  intei fere  ice 
"with  the  management  was  manifest  from  the  letter  alluding  to 
Clavering,  For  although  his  Right  Honourable  Fnend  had  en- 
deavoured in  his  able  and  ingenious  speech,  to  impress  the  house 
with  the  opinion  that  the  words  of  the  Duke's  letter  to  Mrs. 
Clarke,  referring  to  clavenng,  might  be,  or  was  merely  an 
answer  on  the  p^rt  of  his  Royal  Highness  to  an  appli- 
cation for  information  with  regard  to  the  reported  desigQ  of 
raising  a  new  regiment,  but  bv  no  means  involving  any  inferfe  - 
ence  or  lequest  upon  the  subject  of  militaiy  promotion,  was  it 
possible  that  his  Right  Honourable  Friend,  had  before  he  at* 
tempted  to  induce  sjhIi  an  opinion?  read  the  whole  of  the  letter 
alluded  to  ?  What  where  the  words  which  followed  those  quoted 
by  his  Right  Honourable  Friend  ?  He  confined  his  attention  to 
this  sentence-—**  Clavenng  is  mistaken  in  thinking  that  any  new 
regiments  are  to  be  raised  ;  it  is  not  intended,  only  second  batta- 
lions to  the  existing-  corps  "  But  what  immediately  follows  - 
**  You  had  better  therefore  telt  hi.a  so — and  that  you  were  sure 
there  would  be  no  use  m  applying  for  him  " — Could  any  One 
mistake  the  meaning  of  this  sentence  \  and  after  reading  it,  could 
any  one  seriously  assert  that  Mrs  Clarke  ihd  not  inteifere 
and  exercise  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York  upon  the  subject  of 
military  promotions  ?  This  letter  lendered  the  thing  quite  glaring, 
and  how  was  the  army  to  feel — how  was  its  mteiest  ana  conse- 
quence consulted,  when  a  general  officer  found  it  expedient  to  ap~ 
ply  to  such  a  woman  for  a  military  object  *  When  such  anoffycer 
had  done  so,  was  it  not  fair  to  inter  that  others  had — nay  was  it 
not  in  proof  before  the  house  I  These  were  the  reasons  which  de- 
termined his  mind  upon  the  subject,  and  on  that  determination 
he  would  act. 

The  honourable  gentleman  then  proceeded  to  comment  on 
that  part,  of  the  evidence  that  went,  in  his  opinion,  to  prove  the 
existence  of  an  undue  influence  upon  the  Duke  ot  York,  with 
respecjt  tp  militaiy  promotion  He  dwelt  upon  tl  e  case  of  General 
Clavenng,  and  asked,  what  was  the  reason  that  induced  a  gen- 
tlemen 
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tteman  of  hh  situation  and  professional  rank  to  apply  toMis  (larkc, 
for  the  purpose  of  futthe>ioe  b»*  idvauceraent  ?  How  came  he  to 
believe  thai  Mrs  Clarke  bad  that  influence  >  Another  proof  of  that 
'influence,  or*vhnt  was  ?lmo«»t  as  had,  a  general  belief  that  such  m 
influence  d!cVexisL,was  the  citumstanteofDr  O'Meaidjs  waiting  on 
Mr«  <  hike  He  wouklalso  consider,  that  it  il  had  been  proved  that 
hisBoval  Kj£hj  ess  used  hwu.fiucnce  to  get  situations^  olhei  de- 
paitments  of  the  btate  foi  persons  thus  recomu  e.uled  from  coirupt 
*kws,  such  conduct  wouV.  be  nearly  as  census  able,  as  if  he  had  im- 
proper!? disposed  of  the  places  wh-ch  weie  mlvs  own  depaitment. 
As  for  tbe  letteis  which  Bi  O'Mcara  might  have  had  horn  the  Aich- 
bishop  of  Tuam, or  other  persons  in  Ireland,  it  terfamly  was  not 
those  letters  which  introduced  him  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik  the 
introduction  which  he  did  receive  was  one  which  would  rather  be 
supposed  to  contaminate  him  as  a  clergyman,  bearing  his  letter  of 
introduction  from  Mrs  Clarke     He  next  adverted  to  Toinn  s  case, 
^whith  he  thought  pro\ed  the  influence  ,  and  here  he  took  occasion 
to  express  his  conviction  that  the  note  so  disputed,  was  ro  the 
band-writing  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik     The  name  of  Major  Tornn 
had  not  been  correctly  spelt,  it  was  spelt  with  an  i  mMis  Clarke's 
ntites,  even  down  to  the  period  at  which  he  was  ga4etfed  He 
vindicated"    Mbff  Taylor's  evidence  and  dwelt  on  tha.  part  that 
toroved  a  direct  understanding  on  the  part  of  the  Duke  of  the  in- 
terference of  Mrs  Clarke    'Ihe  credibility  of  this  witness  he  did 
HdUhifck  had  been  overthrown  by  the  witness  that  had  been  pro- 
dtttced    Her  connection  with  such  a  woman  as  Mrs   Clarke  drd 
not  aa  to  destroy  hei  credibility    As  to  Carters  case  he  did  not 
think  it  A  strong  one,  nor  that  much  if  any  blame  was  imputable 
iWthat  promotion  It  appeared,  however,  evidently  that  this  pro- 
motion took  place  through  the  application  of  Mis.  Clarke,  and 
nucli  interferences  have  been,  and  must  be  prejudicial  to.the  pub- 
lic service.  _     ,    ,  *     .  ^    i  *i 
-  He  the*  concluded  with  stating,  that  he  did  not  th.nk  the  ie- 
solutions  of  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor  ^  of  the  Exche- 
quer went  far  enough  as  to  the  animadversions  with  which  it ;  dc- 
*eame  thar  House  to  mark  and  censure  the  connection  lUelr,  as 
weft  as  the  undue  influence  to  which  it  gave  use    With  the 
leave  of  the  House,  he  would  submit,  merely  for  their.consideia- 
tiori,  the  resolution  that  he  thought  might  tend  best  to  promote 
the  object  he  had  m  view, and  which  was  not  answered  by  the  re- 
Solution  of  the  Chanceilorof  the  Exchequer  fie  then  read  a  reso In- 
turn,  which  he  suggested  might  be  substituted  in  ihe  place  of  the 
last  of  those  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  Exchequer .  it  was  m 
substance, 

•«  That  the  House  of  Commons  had  observed  with  extreme  regret.that 
H.  K.H.  the  Commandei  m  Oef  1  ad  unfortunately  foimtd  a  connection 
of  an  im  moral  and  improper  wit,  that  it  appeals  that  a  ««i  tain  degie# 
of  interfere*  m  military  piomotioH*  had  been  admitted,  winch  had 
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*4 lA'cntUftliy  ^ivcn  rfs^  to  transactions  tlie  mo^t £riftimal  and  mischievous 
"  and  by  that  means  pi ven  a  colour  to  charges  of  the  mdst  seridiis  *X$ifcte 
<(  against  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  iu  Chiel." 

Mr.  Whit  Bit  ft  ad  vta*  exceedingly  glad  that  the     ^ft't*         m  - 
■He  Gentleman*  ^ho  bad  just  interposed  Between  \h\\h  W&tytfe 
Speaker*  had  done  s«>— glad  that  the  Hou^e  had  the  atfv'dftblgp&f 
hearing  him,  fbj  he  nave "the .House  a  judicious  and  inctffrfrfWrti- 
bie  statement,  a  conv:iuoin^  and  irrefragable  argument— sutjH,  that 
no  man  in  the  House  could  dissent  from  Imposition,    fie  was  glad 
to  have  given  way  to  tha¥R;ght  Honourable  Gentleman/ because 
he  had  amply  rewarded  the  Ho-i^e  for  the  attention  it  beith^etPon 
his  arguments.    If  it  were  noi  for  this  cicumstattoe,  >he,7sfl'6til# 
have  wished  to  have  followed  tlie  RYght  Honoura&te-  Geiftfeman  T 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  He  really  thought  fbat'thWRigttt 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  on  this  'occasion  fmtf^assed  hiiti$elf; 
and  it  would  appear  most  evident  that  if  'the  Duke' of  York  should 
finally  teceive  any  censure  from  that  House,  it  wouW  not  be  for 
waat  of  having  a  ino^t  able  and  eloquent  advocate.    He -was  dis- 
posed not  only  to  giye  credit  to  rh<?  Right  Honourable  GeiiAdxhth 
for  great  ability -in  -the-  conduct  of  the  defence  of  his  $oyaltt%1i- 
n,ess>  but  he  wa^  also  disposed  to  give  him  credit  for  beitig  a^cffete& 
by  motives  perfectly  conscientious,    He-could  riot,'  bowevefr,  avoid 
•wuing,  that  in  one  of  the*  best  speeches  which  he l?&d  '^verffeirfld 
fiom  any  living  Member,  there-  were;  however/  soiW "psislag^s 
which  he  legretted.  There  \Vere  some  e^V^essums  'dir^cl^ttfe^rt'o- 
nourahle  Mover  and  his  frjends,  who  were  supposed  to  have5  agUrns't 
advised  him,  that  although  he  felt  ^himself  called  t<l  reply >fo,*h% 
should     far  chastise  bis  feelings    to  answer  withopt^ny  as^erjtyt 
and  to  beware  of  any  thing  that  might  be  in  an^fegi*ee  offensive. 
The  Right  Honourable.  Gentleman  began  and' ended  {lis  speech 
by  an  attack  on  his  Honourable  Friend  (Col;  Waidle)V  In  the  con- 
clusion of  the  eloquent  speech  he  had  this  day  delivered,  he*co.nV- 
mented  severely  on  the  expression  of  his  Honourable  Frietfcf, 
"  that  the  country  would  decide  upon  the  charges,  and  upon  him; 
and  that  they  would  also  decide  upon  the  conduct  of  that  House. " 
For  his  pait,T»e  could  see  nothing  unconstitutional  in  the  ex  pre  - 
Hon  of  his  Honourable  Friend*  or  jn  tlie  appeal  in  the  sense  he 
meant  it.    He  certainly  did  not  mean  to  imply/  tha|  the  Ho^se 
were  to  be  intimidated  in  the  exercise  of  its  functions.;  but  Jie  did 
think  that  it  was  proper  in  his  Honourable  Friend  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  in  the  most  pointed  manner,  to  the  importance 
of  the  duties  they  \vere  to  perform*  and  to  teli  them  that  the  eyes 
of  their  country,  and  he  might  have  said  the  eyes  of  Europe,  Were 
upon  them.    It  appeared  to  lunv,  that  this  language  was  perfectly 
constitutional  and  proper ;  and  it  appeared  mo^t  extraordinary  that 

*  Mr  Bathuist.  f  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
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t\)e .objection  should  come  from  the  quaitei  it  did,  wIkm  it  aja 
understood  that  the  fiistactof  that  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  s 
aomiiMstration  was  'vyhat  he  called  an  appeal  fiom  the  sense  of  Par- 
liament to  the  seme  of  the  people — flhat  f  hi  at  'J  It  did  not 
th^a^ea)-  to  that  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  to  be  unconsti* 
jt^jti^nal  to, speak  of  the  sense  of  thecountiyas  a  thing  distinct 
f}QQ}tj:h£3£n££  of  that  House. 

Jjut^tbte  came  witlran-ill-giace  fiom  the  Right  Honouiable  Gen- 
tlemanr  the  more  particulaijy  when  it  was  followed  with  another 
asseition,  that  there  Jiad  gone  foiwaid  to  the  public  garbled  ex- 
tracts ^nd  misrepi  escalations  of  what  had  been  pro\ed  before  the 
House  of  Commons  upon  this  subject,  for  the  Right  Honouiable 
*Ge,njleman  complaining  that  theie  was  a  libel  published  upon  the 
subject  nqw  hefoie  us,  is  by  no  m^ans  to  be  considered  as  a  subject 
of  poiiiplaint  pequhar  to  that  side  of  the  Rouse  Noi  was  the  Right 
Honourable  Qen^leman  without  his  lcmedy  against  such  evils ;  for 
^if  there  wereau^  libellous  publications  upon  this  subject,  the  At- 
torney ^General  had  pioved  he  was  not  slow  in  discovenng  such 
blemishes,  and  if  theje  weie  such  publications,  it  was  singuhu 
?}ae^^io.«H  have  escaped  the  notice  of  that  T>eatned  Gentleman. 
Ijej  f£dm*%d,<  however;,  that  tjhere  might  be,  and  Jie  believed 
flierp  wer$,  ,sorn«  publications  of  a,  libellous  nature  upon  this  sub- 
jectr  tje  >va£  conscious  that  theie  was  a  gi eat  deal  of  misrepie- 
sentatmn/it  .least,  but  justice  demanded  that  he  should  say,  that 
tj^  misrepresentations  $nd  libellous  publications  weie  full  as  gioss 
oi]Ktjie  Sji^e  w^ich  theTlight Honouiable  Gentleman  suppoited.as 
,u$f^J:]3at^*hich  he,  .opposed. — The  truth  was.,  he  believed*  that 
Jke vJijbfj£ and  misiepresentatjons  were  as  gross  upon  the  one  side  as 


*,  $'he/>Rj&ht  Honouiable  Gentleman  seemed  to  hold  it  over  the 
i{pu$e'/rt>jfc#rt>r£#r*  that  it  the  Duke  weie  iemo\ed  tiom  the  com- 
mando! ^he  aim),  no  ope  could  he  found  fit  to  be  entrusted  with 
^This  thieat,  howqvei,  gave  him  noaiaim,  for,  ^o  tai  fiom 
funking  that  it  was  absolutch  ne< t v  to  have  a  Pusonageof 
i*hat illustrious  buth  at  the  head  of  the  aum,  he  considued  that 
ccelti  /sjhij  dus,  it  would  be  bel-ei  to  ha\e  a  person  kss  lllustnous 
fey  buth  in  that  situation.  That  he  had  done  much  foi  the  aimy 
during  sixteen  yeais  in  which  Ik  had  the  admimstiation  of  it — was 
granted  That  he  had  introduced  i emulations  beneficial  to  the 
service,  advantageous  to  the  so'die*,  and  agreeable  to  the  inteiests 
of  the  counti y,  was. Planted  flonoei  Gentlemen  might  some* 
tunes  s^iv  in  that  He  use  "let  us  deal  with  the.  Duke  of  Yoifc 
as  with  am  other  individual,"  it  was  peifcctlv  will  u.tdcistood, 
Vhat  it  was  titteilv  impossible  to  tieat  the  Duke  of  \ oik  in  the 
same  mannci  as  an  individual  of  less  illustnous  bnth  would  be, 
tieated.  Would  it  be  said,  that  if  such  a  mass  of  evidence  had 
tume  out  1  expecting  the  conduct  of  any  puvate  individual  in  that 
situation,  tnat  he  could  be  purmtted  an\  longu  to  letaia  the 

command 
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command  of  the  army  >  ( Ihar  r  htm  fJ  If  it  was  most  noto- 
rious that  any  individual  not  of  the  Royal  Family  would  1>e  VI ^ 
placed  irom  his  command  on  such  things  appearing  against*  him, 
<t  was  absolute  nonsense  to  say,  4*  kt  ns  deal  with  the  DuKe  ot 
Yotkaswith  any  other  individual  m  the  empnc  placet!  in  the 
^ame  situation.** 

lie  was  not  inclined  to  take  up  the  cause  on  moral  comfderatiotr*, 
and  s(o  uri»e  the  condemnation  of  hi-s  a<  tions  in 'that  sense^  but 

hen  he  leflected,  that  fiom  these  nnrioiali-ties  it  was  that  Go- 
vernments were  shaken  and  thiones  Ovei  turned,  he  could  ridl'  but 
pause  on  what  wa  befofe  him,  and  conclude  that  if  any  oilier  per- 
son mi  his  Situation  had  been  exposed  to  have  so  much  disclose5^ 
a^ai'^t  them  as  the  Duke  ot  Yoik,  he  vonld  have  been  nolBngi  1 
Commatidei  m  Chief  It  wa?  not,  howevei,  his  Wish,  to  catch  <\r 
e\ery  thing  as  a  giound  for  his  iemoval,  unless  the  matter  mt  jSioot 
•^as^ufhuent  to  induce  tne  Home,  to  think  that  step  necessai  V 

An  Honourable  and  Learned  C  <*ntleman  (Mr  Burton)  tjad  saul, 
that  when  he  bej;an  to  entei  into  the  consideration  ot  the^Vas'e,  if 
he  had  any  bias  on  his  nvnd,  it  *^\as  lather  against  his  Royal  High- 
ness. 5  Fof  his  patt,  he  .(  \tlv  did  not  feel  afrfiisfanv  jii'ejudice  in 
fayour'of  the  acciration  ,  but  he  at  the  same  turfe  felt  ureal  admira- 
tion of  the  honest),  the  inuiage,  the  abilities-,  and  the  fumness  of 
his  Honourable  Fi*end  (Colonel  Wardlb  )  The  Right  Houou ta- 
ble Gentleman  (the  Ch  ancflt  or  ot  the  E\cff£qtf£$)  had,  In  con 
demnmg  the  Address  moved  by  his  Honourable  Fr'iend,  said  that 
he  was  ceitam  it  did  not  emanate  fiom  hti  0^1  mi'nd,  but  that  1  e 
had  submitted  it  to  the  consideiatioft  of  menof  coofer  heitd*  bv 
whom  he  was  influenced  Now  if  this  exfyressip'rf'was  to  be  .taktijl 
Jtteralb,  it  would  rathei  appeal  as  a  compliment  tto  th«jse  eootir 
heach  which  wel e  alluded  to ,  and  it  would  appear  that  if  tftete  wei  e 
an>  thing  of  mtempeiance  in  the  mind  of  his  ft6nourab&  *rViendr 
he  could  not  have  done  any  thing  better  thatl  Xb  bavte  sutffrrtted  hiv 
pioposition  to  the  judgment  ot  men  ofcootet  heads  '  lf¥he.expie>- 
sion,  Jioweyei,  Was  not  intended  to  convey  that  meaning — if,  ofY 
the  contiaiy,  it  was  meant  to  be  insinuated  that  his  Honourable 
Fnend  had  lent  hnmelt  to  designing  men,  and -had  becOrrxe  the(r 
mstiument — and  if  the  allusion  was  to  anv  of  his  'friends^rrlHhat 
House,  then  he  was  suie  that  the  chaige  was  utteily>4false  and 
gioundless  5  '* 

It  had  been  moie  than  insinuated,  that  he  had  secretly  advised 
his  Ilononiable  Friend  as  to  the  course  which  he  should  puisuc 
upon  this  occasion,  as  it  he  had  conspired  with  his  Honourable 
Friend  to  persist  in  the  examination  of  this  subj'ect.  He  begged 
leaveHo  lefet  to  the  ongin  of  this  pioceedmg,  not  with'ktvffbwuof 
evpffe&ini*  any  resentment  at  the  insinuation,  however  lid wortlm 
whteh  had  been  thrown  out  against  himself,  but  merely  that  'fifs 
Honourable  Fnend  should  stand  on  tiue  grounds,  and  that  h<* 
inight  not  be  involved  m  any  suspicion  whieh/ought  not  to  attach 
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to  the  chau*ctcr  oi  a  Member  of  Parliament  — It  had  been  msum* 
ated,  ,tbat;  his  Honouiabie  t\  lend  had  adviseis  upon  'this  stihjet  t 
who  diil  not.  appeal  upon  the  public  discussion  of  it  And  it  had 
b<  ep  Oji.ee  *  *.d  th  it  they  were  peison>  who  daie  not  come:  foi  ward 
He  duj  not  ddveit  to  this  insinuation  with  am  ai»i*ci,  butmeiely 
lo i  t/ie  puipo^e  of  explaining:  them  rn  Itnaii  of  his  Honourable 
"Fijehd  £W  it  had  been  thrown  out,  and  seemingly  with  a  view 
of  ihducm^  t)iev  House  to  form  an  unfavorable  opinion  of 
Honourable  Fnend,#foi  it  was  aftei  one  of  the  chaises  which'was 
supposed  to  have  entirely  failed— ne  did  not  say  now  whether  that 
charge  was  proved  or  not — it  was  up  >n  that  occasion  said,  that  son  e 
pejsons  weie  behind  the  curtail?  whose  names  could  not  be  avowed  , 
and  piote^tui^  against  the  ie^uiant\  of  such  an  insinuation,  and 
le(  hn«  indignant  at  the  moment,  as  cousc.ou^  that  no  Member  has 
a  iipht  to  call  another  Member  to  know  w  ho  u  wa*  advised  hrm  , 
but  tut  tiuih  was,  that  ht  was  was  not  the  advisei  of  im  Honoura- 
l^fv  Fj\cnd  iipojj  thiv  occasion  It  was  far  otherwise.  Although 
Ik*  had  the  pleasui*  of  knowing  hi*  Honourable  f  ivendfot  twenty 
}<ajs  he  had  not  for  the  labt  two  y^ais  aav  conversation  whatever 
v,}tb  |  im,<  vcvpt  once#  in  a  cot  pan  v  at  dinner,  when  his  Honour- 
able h  lend  .told  him  he  had  these  C  barges  He  stated  to  him  the 
evident*  pn  which  tbey  weic  to  besuppoit"d  Upon  which  oc- 
cavoii  he  said  to  bis  Honomable  Friend,  that  it  was  inciedibJe  to 
hyn  th^itsufii) charges  could  be  substantiated  -  ht  reminded  him 
also  of  all  fhe  beait-buimngs  which  the  opt  nine:  of  such  a  charge 
woula*  necejssariry  p/oducej  and  that  in  the  event  of  a  faiiuie,  the 
incqnvenifcmces  'whitvh  it  would  piodace  would  be  incalculable 
Be  rernjnoed,  fyVfJanow.a^le  Vm nd  of  what  bioiis  and  troirblts  he 
would  luring  ttpp&  himself  by  *uch  an  accusation  and  of  the  dis- 
grace w|uccj  mubt  ueoessaiily  follow  if  the  thar««  %  were  dot  sub- 
stari^||e4'' by  pioof,  .His  Honourable  htench  howevei,  said  that 
hq,  u?a;?  dejennufced.'  to  proceed  ,  to  which  he  (Mi.  \\  hitbrcad^  an- 
swere^b,  "  uf  You  aiedeteimine^on  that  compel  will  be  m  1m  place 
Hi  tli£  {Jaiise  of  Commons  ,  and  if  \ou  move  foi  an  mquin  into 
tbase  (^har^eH,  I  wail  Aote  foi  a  Committee  ioi  that  Inquii  \  \  and 
t  qonp^fj^nk  that  an^  Mefmbei  of  ^ailia  nent  can  lefuse  to  ^ranx 
you  that  1114411  v  "-p-ThisMP  the,  whole  o+  the  piston  ol  thepioceed- 
in^whiclv  t  have  had  withf  m\  ilonouiable  Fnend,  except  one 
other  con veisatior'  in  the  stieet  As  to  the  mannei  in  which  he 
conducted  himself  upon  this  octagon  afieiwaids,  the  whole  House 
were  witnesses  of  U — { Jimp  f  a<ut  '  htai  f) — I  undei^tand  that 
my  Honomahle  Fnend,  duung  my  absence  last  nn>bf,  was, so  good 
as  to  yse  some  kind~e\  pressions  towaids  me  I  have  done  no  moie 
to  vvaj  4s,l  urn  than.  I  feel  m\ self  boy  nd  to  do  towaids  an  v  other  Mem- 
ber of,  th|b  House/  He  said  that  he  did  not  mean  any  thing  un~ 
lumtftorae  toward&the  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
ioi  While  it  wa$  hk  object  to  seek  out  justice,  so  be  believed  it 
>ias(  tke^  object  of  tbo?e  vyho  ^eie  opposite  to  bm)>  although  they 

might 
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might  i  differ  -as  to  the  means  by  which  that  justice  was  to  be  ad- 
ministered, and  it  did  appear'to  him,  fbrvauou*  reasons,  that  his 
Honourable  Friend  did  require  some  assistance  in  the  course  of 
this  proceed rng.  Now,  it  was  said  by  some  persons  that  his  Ho- 
nourable frnehd  flew  off,  flinched,  did  not  daie  to  take  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  on  the  guilt  01  innocence  of  Ihe  Commander  in 
Chlief-— How  so>  Had  he  not  said,  and  had  he  not  shewn,  that 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  knew  of  these  tiansactions,  such  as  they  were* 
Had  he  not,  in  the  Addicts  which  he  pioposed  to  the  House,  in 
fcei  ms  of  tempeiance,  such  as  ought  to  be  submitted  to  the  Throne, 
bi ought  foi  ward  such  matter  concci  ning  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
as  should  be  stated  to  a  Soveiei^n  and  a  Fathei  >  Why,  if  his 
Honouiable  hi  lend  had  proposed  a  difteient  Resolution,  he  would 
iiave  been  told,  and  that  too  by  the  veiy  peisons  who  now*  com- 
plain of  this  Resolution,  how  indecotous  it  was  to  approach, the 
Tfnone-^how  cruel  to  h  nt  the  feelings  of  a"  tathet  Br  any  harsh- 
ness of  expies&ian,  denoting  deeisivelv  the  guilt  of  his  Lioyal  High- 
ness/and  he  would  have  been  asked,  why  he  did  not  adopt  a 
mildet  way  ?  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saving,  tha^he  thought  the* 
present  Addicts  the  mo>t  decorous  and  at  tlicjsame  time  most  de- 
termined language  which  the  House  of  Comfrions,  could  cairy  to 
the  Thione.  He  would  2:0  fuithei,  and  sav,  that  the  opinion  of 
his  Honourable  1  nend  d'd  not  difki  fiom  his  own  It  was  his 
opinion,  and  he  now  dwlaicd  it,  as  a  Mu^iber  of  Parliament, 
attu  lookup  attentively  at  the  evidence,  that  it  vvas  imposed 
but  that  the  Duke  of  \  01k  should  have  known  of  these  eon  up~ 
tions,  and  con  upt  practices  of  Mis  Clarke  ar  f  hear  fJ-*~ 

He  was  not  unimpiessed  with  the  sanctity',  as  it  were,  of  this  que& 
tion  Lt  was  much  to  be  deploi-ed,  that  thTs  Inquiry  had  been  <-et 
em  toot ,  much  e\ii  1  edited  from  it  for  the  present,  but  how  was 
that  to  be  averted  — The  House  of  Commons  had  instituted^this 
Inquuv,  and  must  now  go  thtough  its  duty  If  he  thought  the 
Duke  ot  \  oik  innocent,  he  should  sa\  so  in  explicit 'terms,  and 
that  would  give  him  pleasuie,  but  teehng  that  the  Duke  of  Yoiit 
was  to  a  degiee  guilty,  he  wished  to  convey  an  expression  of  that 
guilt  to  the  Throne  in  teims  as  miM  as  possible  But  the  Right 
Honouiable  Gentlemah  had  stated,  as  an  objection  to  this  proce- 
dure against  the  Duke  ot  York,  that  he  may  one  da}',  in  given 
events,  ascend  the  Thione  of  these  Realms,  now,  this  to  him 
was  rather  an  inducement  than  a  dissuasive  for  pioeeecfmg  to  cen- 
sure him  for  miscouduct,  for  it  would  shew  to  his  Royal  Highness 
that  he  must  pave  the  way  with  justue,  m  drd'er  to  ascend '  the. 
Throne,  that  there  is  noothei  way  to  the  Thione,  and  it  was^tolbe 
observedthat  veiymanv  gieat  men — great  by  then  mis'foi  tunes  and 
disgiaces-~had  nsen  from  disgrace,  although  much  more  often 
irom  their  own  punty  and  virtue.  And  heie,  for  the  sake  of  the 
jeehugs  of  the  King,  he  would  not -attempt  to  express  his  own,  but 
in  terms  which  became  the  subject    But  as  the  Right  HonourabU 
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Gentleman  had  put  it,  he  would  ask,  whether  it  was  possible  to 
pass  ovei  that  which  had  been  stated  upon  this  subject,  he  would 
not  say  with  dextenty,  but  certainly  with  boldness,  that  there  was 
Do  guilt  proved  to  attach  to  the  Duke  otYoik,  but  that  there  had 
been  exerted  some  influence  ovei  him  ,  foi  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  thought  that  guilt  not  pioved,  but  that  shameful  in- 
fluence was  pioved  as  exeicised  ovei  the  mind  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness, and  the  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman,  veiy  propeih,  moved 
this  Resolution,  the  natuieot  which  he  must  explain  It  was  not 
ioi  the  sake  of  getting  a  few  votes,  that  he  observed  on  the  fallacy 
of  the  aigmnents  of  the  Chancel  101  of  the  Exchequei,  but  foi  the 
7>uipose  ot  ducidattug  the  sub  ett,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer w  is  not  >*o  htde  skultu  m  Pa  haiucntary  psoceedings  as 
not  to  knov\,  that  it  lb  easv  to  move  rn  a''diess  without  those  wot d«*x 
omitting  tvciv  th  n»  about  condition  but  those  who  thought  that 
knowledge  ot  comiption  was  p  o\e«i,  *  ould  not  Le  entiaped  into 
a  *ote,\*hch  as  that  which  was  now  I  vtorv  the  I  oti^e 

'An  Honouiable  and  Leainei  Genr'cii  an  <NM«  Bui  ton)  had  said, 
that?  «Uth  evidence  would  not  be  leceived  m  Couits.  of  Justice. 
If,  howeve.,  that  Honouisble  and  Learned  Gentleman  (who  was 
a  Judge)  thaiged  Junes  in  that  tnannei,  the  gu atest  dimes  would 
oken  pus  unpunished  Mimlus  would  gene/alls  escape  detection, 
M  "iicn  soj  t  ot  evidence  as  has  been  pioducid  m  this  cat>e  was  de- 
clared inadmissible  hi  a  Coirit  oi  Justice  it  was  known  such  evi- 
dence was  itceived  in  cases  of  hie  and  dea*h,  and  that  many  had 
stifteied  death  on  slighter  pioof  The  Honouiable  and  Leai ned 
Gentleman  (Mr  Bui  ton)  had  desciibed  himself  as  being  ven  neai 
tlie  giave  at>y  ,othei  Gentleman  in  the  House  might  be  as  neai 
the  giave  as-tbat  Honouiable  Gentleman,  and  theiefoie  the  so- 
lemnity of  those  kind  of  appeals  went  foi  nothing  if  the  mind 
was  not  thou  Sghty  nnpie  sed  with  the  idea,  theie  was  no  pomp 
of  nnguage  which  could  giveany  weight  to  such  an  appeal 

f\  he  Fight  UonouiaBle  and  the  Hopo  11  ih'e  Gentleman  on  the 
efhef  side  of  the  Hou-e  hist  labouied  to  disqualitv  the  witnesses  in 
mass,  and^erqndU,  to  chsquahfy  by  classes,  and  by  then  connec- 
tions It  bowevei,  e/idence  of  this  nature  wcie  not  to  beadnnted, 
xv here  was  evidence  to  be  sought  foi  to  piovc  any  indirect  and 
cannot  pactites?  Was  it  in  the  office  ot  the  Commandei  in 
(  hie!,  and  to  Colonel  Goidon  that  application  was  to  be  made  > 
No,  if  comiption  is  to  be  traced,  it  is  neces<aiy  to  examine  some 
ot  those  who  have  been  the  m^tiumentsot  this  comiption  If  the 
Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  wished  to  disqualify  as  witnesses  all 
femJles  that  wete  acquainted  with  Mis  Claike,  what  should  be 
said  of  the  testimony  ot  the  Captain*-,  Geneials,  and  otheis,  who 
were  also  acquainted  with  hei,  and  who  sought  that  acquaintance 
from  coiiupt  motives  >  It  was  hard  and  unjust  to  deny  all  cicdi- 
fedtty  to  a-nv  female  who  should  be  unfoitunate  in  one  respect. 
Mu>en£s  and  saikrmgs  more  4han  enough  were  felt  by  those  un- 
happy 
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happy  females;  and  God  knows,  that  if  theii  stoiywere  fairly 
told,  theie  weie  bat  few  of  them  who  had  not  most  serious  com- 
plaints to  make  ot  oui  sex — few  of  them  who  had  not  been  011- 
ginaily  deceived  by  falsehoods  and  peijuiy  of  the  blackest  "kind 
fiom  men.  ( Hear  !  Hear  ' )  And  jet  men  weie  their  accusers, 
and  loaded  with  even  reproach  those  who  might  have  passed  their 
lives  in  happiness  and  honoui,  if  they  had  not  been  betiayed  by 
their  falsehood  This  lemmded  him  ot  the  stoiy  of  the  Lion, 
that  obseivmg  the  many  pictuies  in  which  Lions  weie  conqueied 
by  men,  exclaimed,  "O,  if  Lions  could  paint,  the  stoiy  would  be 
diffeient  "  The  ^ame  ob  ervation  might  apph  to  many  of  those 
unfo<  tunate  females  ll  they  weie  to  tell  then  stoiy,  they  might 
complain  moje  of  the  falsehoods  of  men  than  we  could  do  of  them, 
and  yet  now  it  was>  argued  that  the  e\idence  of  a  woman  should 
weigh  toi  nothing,  bec«u^e  she  had  lned  in  a  state  oi  adultery 
Such  a  iule  was  nevei  heaid  of  m  the  couits  of  cnminal  justice  or 
of  common  law  We  heaid  evei  v  wbeie,  and  patticulaily  at  the 
outpoits,  of  men  condemned  to  de?tn,  on  the  evidence  oi  women 
of  the  most  abandoned  chaiacteis,  as  tai  as  female  chastity  was 
concemed  it  was  known,  that  in  oui  supenoi  couits  of  law,  upon 
the  evidence  of  a  woman,  whom  horn  motives  of  delicacy  he  should 
not  name,  a  will  had  been  piovcd,  by  which  a  considerable  pi o- 
peity  had  been  detti mined 

It  had  been  said,  that  Mis  Cla1  ke  lrd  been  actuated  by  the  most 
deliberate  and  detei mined  vengeance  When  the  woid  vengeance 
was  mentioned,  it  was  natuial  to  think  a  little  about  prevancatfon* 
and  in  this  i  expect  he  must  peifectly  agiee  with  the  sentiment  that 
the  Right  Hon  Gentleman  (the  Chaneelloi  ot  the  Lxchequei)  ap- 
peal ed  to  enteilam,  that  his  Royal  Highness,  withiespect  to  his> 
pecumaiy  tiansactions  and  airangements  with  Mis.  Claike,  had 
conducted  himself  in  a  wav  which  was  by  no  mean*>  creditable  to 
him  f  He$)  f  Hear  1 J  The  sepaiation  was  said  to  have  been  in* 
consequence  of  impropiiety  in  Mis  Claims  conduct,  and  thean-< 
nuity  was  to  be  give* i  as  long  as  hci  coudnct  should  hecotrcct; 
and  yet  those  who  weie  best  mfoimed  upon  the  subject  could  not> 
point  out  to  the  House  a  single  instance  of  this  impropiiet)  01  m- 
conectness  which  j)rodu^ed  the  ^epaiation,  or  which  was  to  ac- 
count foi  the  piomised  annuity  not  being  paid  The  claim,' 
which  it  was  said  U  at  Mis  Claike  made,  was  merely  a  solicitation- 
that  she  should  be  paid  what  she  had  been  piomised,  and  the  tin  eat, 
as  it  was  called,  was  mentioning  to  Mi  Adam  m  a  letter,  that  if 
she  had  no  other  resouice,  and  was  duven  to  it,  she  would  publish 
the  Dukes  letteis  It  did  appear  to  him,  that  the  usage  Mis> 
Claike  had  received,  was  such,  that  it  was  almost  impossible  for 
hei  Ao  avoid  menttomng  it  to  hei  fnends ,  and  they  would  natu- 
rally ask:  her  if  she  had  any  letteis  of  his  Royal  Highness  The  story 
would  liecessanly  getabioad,  and  somebody  would  eithei  offer  hejr 
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mone^  for  the  letters,  or  else  suggest  to  her  that  she  could  get  ojoe 
or  two  thousand  pounds  tram  a  booksellei  foi  publishing  them  It 
was  impossible  that  she  should  not  ha\  e  been  old,  or  that  she  should 
not  conceive,  rhat  it  she  chose  to  publish  those  letters,  she  would 
get  some  money  toi  them  foi  booksellers  It  was  thercfoie  veiy 
natuial  for  hei  to  mention  to  Mi.  Adam,  that  if  she  was  lett  no 
other  iesouice,  she  must  publish  those  letters.  As  foi  this,  deli- 
berate plan  at  vengeance,  which  she  was  supposed  to  ha\e  been 
long  meditatmg,  it  ceitainly  did  not  appeal,  thai  when  she  was  at 
Hampstcad,  and  ciestio\ed,  and  gave  to  be  destioyed,  an  immense 
ttumbei  ot  impoitaut  letteis,  that  she  could  be  meditating  \en- 
geance*  It  she  had  been  planning  any  scheme  ot  vengeance  at  tlwt 
time,  she  would  have  kept  all  those  letteis  As  to  the  geneial 
charactet  ot  i\iis  Glaikes  testimony,  she  ceitainly  did  shew  de>r- 
tenty,  YiAauty,  levit\,  crhontci),  and  even  impudeuce,  \>ut  he 
<;eni<J  not  agiee  with  the  liight  ilonoujable  Gentleman  ({be  -Chan- 
cellor ot  the  E\(hequei),  that  hei  de\teiity  was  01  could,  be  such 
a«  to  get  nd  ot  ail  Uie  impoitaut  questions  which  were  put  to  hei 
She  was  examined  foi  man>  houis,  until  she  had  neai  h  lamted,  by 
the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman,  who  had  himselt  been  the  late 
Attorney  t  Genei  at,  and  also  by  the  prc->cut  Attorney  General 
There  was  al  o  acui  ps  of  icsei  ve  ot  the  Solic  itoi  Geneial  aud  othej 
Lawgivers,  to  tiy  all  then  poweis  of  cioss-examination  As  to  the 
levit  of  hei  mannei  ot  answenng,  4>ieat  indulgence  was  due  to  a 
^$>man  who  found  most  ot  the  Members  well  d^po^ed  to'.augh  at 
all  her  sallies,  itshewas  encouiaged  b>  that  conduct  to  can  }  that 
mode  of  answeung  to  an  impiopei  pitch  But  what  wa^  ic^liy 
pipduced  bv  the  cioss  examination  ot  so  many  able  and  e\ pen- 
anced law)ei^ >  Jt  on  I)  produced  a  numbei  ot  stoi  ies,  and  c^  posed 
a  numbei  of  names  that  would  ne\er  ha\e  othei  wise  comje  to  li»ht, 
and  in  all  of  fchese  it  had  been  tound  mipo^sib'e  to  contradict  her 
€,\aminaUon  by  s6  many  able  and  eMJCnenccd  iaw^eis  in  an)  cs* 
senfial  point 

On  the  hist  e.\amination  of  Mis  Claike,  she  mentioned  nothing 
about  tho-e  letters  of  the  Duke  ot  \  01  and  did  not  shew  the  L  ast 
intention  of  pioducmg  them,  bhc  was  m  a  mannti  compelled 
*o  produce  them,  b)  Geneial  Clavenng  choosing  to  come  down  to 
the  House  foi  the  puipose  of  impeaching  hei  testimony  the 
evidence  ot  Geneial  Clavenng  would  have  borne  down  Mis 
Clarke,  if  she  h«*d  not  pioduced  the  lettei  of  the  Duke,  mentioning 
the  name  of  Clavenng,  and  ploying  that  he  did  appl)  to  her  about 
military  piomotion  Afterwards  by  accident  the  letteis  ot  Glavcr-* 
mg>  which  weie  di  co\eied  at  Hampstead,  completely  overturned 
the  testimony  of  Geneial  Clavenng,  and  left  him  as  black  .as 
Erebus.  U  was  equally  necessary  foi  her  to  produce  the  second 
tetter  She  had  been  asked,  in  the  couise  ot  the  cioss-exam* nation, 
^hethet  sue  had  been  c*er  apj  Ued  to  tor  pioiuottoBs.  ia  the 
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Church,  and  she  rrvntiened  m  aiiswei  that  Di  O  Meaia,  whgf 
wanted  to  be  made  a  Bishop,  had  applied  to  hei  This  answer  oc- 
casioned ufiweisal  Uughter  in  the  House  No  one  believed  for  a 
w>meiit  a^^tory  that  seemed  so  absmd  and  piepo^tcjoiis  Gentle- 
men seemed  astonished  at  the  audacity  of  the  witness  in  lmertt* 
iih*  (as  tbfrv  supposed)  such  impiobable  falsehoods  It  then  be- 
came necessan  to  shew  that  she  had  told  the  ti  uth,  and  the* 
Duket>  lettei  about  Di  O'Meaia  was  also  pioduced  Theiedicfe 
not  appeai'any  thm%  of  dehbeiate  \  enhance  in  this  conduct  of 
Mrs,  Clarke  She  exposed  fto  lettei s  but  what  we»e  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  supnoit  hei v  tcstimon>  ,  and  if  she  had  mentioned- a 
nuinbei  of  names  and  circumstances  not  immediateiv  beating  upon 
the  question  for  which  she  wa*>  called  as  a  witness,  it  was  becau&<f 
those  answers  weie  extoi  ted  from  hei  in  the  cioss  exammatihn 
He  leallv  thought  that  the  Attorney  Geueial  had  not  betteied  hta 
ease  at  all  by  hi*  long  cross- examination  of  Mr*..  Clarke  ll& 
f  ou!d  not  go  into  an  examination  of  the  other  lettei  s  What*  fce 
v  would  ask,  could  send  Dr.  O'Meara  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  bwt  the  sup- 
position that  she  possessed  ail  the  influence  ovei  t)ie  DuKe  of  Yofk 
that  was  generally  attnbuted  to  hei°  Would  any  man  have^Ue* 
lieved  such  a  encumstance,  if  this  letter  had  not  been  piodut$d*£ 
What  could  have  sent  the  Protestant  hieraichv  of  h  eland,  having 
&  recommendation  fiom  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam,  but  Hie 
bua^ion  that  she  could  effect  all  that  hei  a<>entt>  assei  ted  »        *  * 

A  Learned  Gentleman  stated,  that  he  had  a*  list  of  twenty  eii>ht 
instances  m  which  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  was  contradicted. 
One  of  these  lelated  to  her  dectaiation  that  she  had  nev£i  repre- 
sented hei  self  as  a  widow  Bv  whom  was  lie  r  evidence  un-* 
peached'  Why,  by  Mi  Nicholls ,  in  his  opinion,  a  most  im- 
peachable evidence  himself ,  foi  it  must  be  m  the  lecoltecfeton  of 
the  House,  that  this  most  uomthv  eudence  came  into  possession* of 
a  nutiibei  of  most  impoitant  documents,  for  such  they  turned -out! 
It)  be,  belonging  to  Mis  Claike,  and  that  he,  dishonestly*- ofot 
jeasf  illet;ali\,  withheld  them  The}  mu>ht  be  papers  afTectmg 
hei  life,  and  yet  he  would  not  suffci  hei  to  pen.se  therm  The 
Right  flonoui able  Member  had  spoken  much  of  Mis  Clarke's  defc* 
!eiit\  »  bat  what  dextenty  could  have  enabled  her  Ic  produce  such 
incontioveitible  pi  oof  of  all  she"  had  stated  lespectai^  Geneia& 
Cldveungs  application  to  het  ■*  Did  ^he  know,  at  the  thrie  she 
nist  mentioned  him  at  the  Bai,  that  this  letter  was  in  existence. 
Dextenty  '  one  ounce  of  natuie  was  woith  five  thousand  weight  of 
dextenty.  He  had  often  seen  mde  natuie  bimi>  air  evidence 
thiough,  but  he  never  saw  that  effected  by  what  was  called  dex- 
terity Of  this  nature  Mis  Claike  disclosed  a  genuine  and  fine 
trait  When  Clavenng's  lettei  was  produced  to  hei  at  the  Bar,  a 
smile  of  joy  beamed  upon  her  countenance.  bhe  saw  with  a 
glance  that  every  thing  she  asserted  te&pectim*  this  man  was  con« 
filmed]       that  in,oii€  point,  at  least,  hei  tiuth  was  unquestiona- 
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fcle,    But  it  was  sa*d  that  she  repiesented  heiself  as  Dowlei  s  whfej 
and  tha|  f^e  acf juieseed  i  n  the  impostuie    Good  God1,  was  she 
th«  account  to  be  deprived  of  all-  pi etensions  to  veiactty*1  -Lefr 
them  recollect  (hen  youthful  days    Let  them  lav  their  Imndkioiit 
then  hipaits,  and  .say  whether  they  have  not  sometime^  made  a 
wife  of  soix^e  oue^that  was  119  wife  at  all    'Nictydis  was  the  chief 
evidence  totjn^  ifect,  and  vet  upon  a  pinching  question  bejh*  pnt 
foliSm,  what  Juno*  of  exhibition  did  he  ihake?    He  was  asked' 
wdetber  he9  evei  sued  Dowlci  foi  the  clebt  contacted , by  M*d 
Clarke.    VVhat  was  his  answer  «*  Ne\er    This  shewed  that  no  im- 
position had^been  ptactised  on  htm,  and  that  it^\cn  Mis  Cta,  mv 
represented  herself  as  the  wife  of  Dowlei,  that  he  did  not  bel  e\e 
het  asseition  ,  A*s  to  the  othei  witnesses  that  weie  piodyced  11, 
corroboration  of  Nicholls's  evidence,,  Reul,  the  ma«»tei  of  the  n.n* 
tef,  the  waitei,  and  the  pottei,  and  t fie  incidents  ot  can  jin»  th£ 
wine  to  this  and  that  ))la<e,  tiley  made  foi  nothing    Thev  d.d  not 
ffrfeWthat  Mjs  Claike  e\et  uatiy  lepre-ented  heistit  as  the  wife 
0$  Mr.  Dowlei     if,  instead  of  being  such  a  case  as  it  was,  tins 
viGtea  <  ase  affecting  life  and  death,  so  help  him  God  it  would  not 
affect  him.    Anothei  evidence  "was  brought  tosuppoit  that  of 
t]he:  ibtn*  evidences  he  mentioned.   It  was  thrt  of  Mi.  Few,  the 
auctioneer.   Now  what  did  he  piove>    Why  nothing  moie  than 
thisj  that  in  a  conveisatum  with  hei,  *>he  talked  of  hex  iafe  hub* 
band  that  he  perceived  one  morning  a  cocked  hat  in  the  window, 
and  that  he  was  told  by  the  maid  that  her  mistiess  was  a  gay  wi- 
dow, and  that  she  had  been  at  the  Masquerade  the  night  befoie 
And  was  such  a  ilimsy  ciicu instances  as  this  to  shake  the  whole 
evidence  she  had  given  at  the  Bai  of  that  House  •»   It  also  appeared 
that  on  a  Court  Maitiai  she  liad  been-desci ibed  as  a  widow;,  "but 
there  was  no  pioof  that  she  was  evei  examined  to  this  point  This- 
wafc  the  only  ca»e  upon  which  the  Learned  and  Iiespectahte  Mem- 
ber made  any  ohsei  \ations ;  the  lemamdei  of  the  twenty-eight 
cbrrtrztdictions  continued  untold.    He  lamented  ex(iemely,  that 
the'Leained  Membei  (Mi  Burton)  had  not  an  oppoitumty  of  see- 
ing the  pci^ons*  who  ga\e  their  evidence  at  the  Bat     If  that  ad- 
vantage weie  within  his  leach,  he  was  pei^uaded  their  testimony 
would  have  made  a  difteient  impiession  on  him    Much  dejiendedc 
on  the  mannei  of  giving  then  testimony,  and  on  the  persons  by 
Whom  the  questions  weie  put.    It  would  fi eqqentiy  happen  that 
evidences  might  bepiovoked  to  sav  many  things  that  were  highly 
iinpropei     Thishe  would  admit  Mis  Claike  had  often  done,  but 
herveiacity  was  not  to  be  wholly  shaken  on  that  account  'fins* 
observation  applied  especiail)  to  the  testimony  of  Mt  S  tower,  who 
had  been  brought  foi  ward  to  piove  that  Mis  Clarke's  hushand  was^ 
a  storie  mason    Trie  Right  Honomable  Gentleman,,  m  |he  conrse 
of  his  admnable  speech,  had  touched  on  many  cases,  m  n^ostfof 
which  Mis.  Claike  was  ti  inmphantjiy  set  up  by  other  evidences, 
andin  tiemenxoie  than  in  that;  of  Geneial  Clavenng.   Bat  it  was 
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said,  that  hcf  evidence  was  con  radjcted  by  Mr.  It  Knigbt  He 
had  the  honoui  of  being  long  acquainted  with  this  Gentleman, 
and  entertained  a  great  lespect  for  him ,  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  in  some  instances  he  had  been  led  into  an  o vet-state* 
merit?  of  the  case  When  Di.  Thynne  was  aked  whether  he  un- 
dei stood  fiom  Mis  Claike  that  he  was  to  keep  tjie  transaction  a 
secaet  fiom  the  Duke  of  York ;  he  lephed,  that  **  that  was  a  mat-J 
ter  of  surmise."  Mr  R  Knight  stated  that  Mrs  Craike  told  hirri 
she  would  expose  the  Duke  of  York  but  \>as  theie  day  evidence 
to  shew  that  she  meant  by  this  threat  that  she  Intended  to  expose 
him  at  the  Bar  of  that  House ,  01  was  it  not  lather  such  an  expo- 
sine  as  that  thieatened  in  hei  letter  to  his  Honourable  Fijend* 
(Mi  Adam) >  That  this  was  the  impression  at  the  time  upon  IVTi. 
Knights  mind  was  evident  fiom  this,  that  accoiding  to  his  pwn[ 
statement,  he  requested,  "  if  she  was  going  to  publish  hei  me- 
mous,  he  hoped  she  would  spaie  his  b'otfeer  "  Mr.  Knight  had 
stated,  that  she  requested  of  him  that  the  business  should  be  kep£3 
seciet  horn  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  and  e>eiy  one  must  believe  him. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  she  did  make  come  stipulation  of  this  kind 
with  that  gentleman  But  was  it  to  be  infencd  horn  this,  that  the 
Duke  of  York  knew  nothing  about  it  *  But  if,  as  the  High t  Ho- 
nouiable  Gentleman  said,  the  mill  was  going  eveiy  day,  is  not 
this  a  pi  ecaution  she  would  naturally  have  recourse  to  It  she  said, 
the  eyes  ot  Goidon  were  upon  the  "Duke  of  York,  and  the  ejes  of 
Gieenwood  upon  hei,  ^as  it  not  natural,  that  she  should  take 
every  possible  pie<autioti,  that  it  should  not  come  round  tg  the 
Duke  ot  Yoik  thiough  a  third  person,  particutaily  after  the  in-* 
junction  he  gaveiiei ,  to  take  cart  what  hands  she-got  into. 

With  icspectto  hei  connection  wit!  Do*vIcr,  and  to  her  passing 
the  ni^ht  with  him,  was  it  suipusmg  that  she  should  deny  it* 
W  hatevei*  the  Ilight  Honou,  able  Gentleman  may  think  of  women 
of  her  unfoi  tunate  cla^s  u  societ\ ,  they  weie  not  always,  wholly 
\oid  of  sentiment  and  deficac>  But  was  this  reservation  of  hers* 
a  most  justifnble  ope,  he  would  contend,  to  shake  an  evidence* 
which  was  otherwise  unimpeachable ?  It  was  mere  she  was  said  to 
have  hat'hf  d  the  conspnacy  with  Dowler  to  overthrow  the  Duke 
of  Yoik.  I  he  occasion,  he  would  admik,  was  lavourable  foi  do- 
ing it,  but  tin  pie«?umption  was  fiom  the  whole  tenor  of  the  evi* 
dence,  that  she  had  foimed  no  ^uch  plan  lie  had  weighed  every 
^tep  shejiad  taken,  and  whiie  hei  evidence  was  unsuppoi  ted,  he, 
ehd  not  believe  her,  but  the  piesiunption  was  excessively  stiong 
when  it  appeared  that  such  influence  hid  b'en  used  _ 

ffe  would  examine  ii  little  into  the  pounds  of  this  piesumption* 
'Mrs.  Claike^' it  appealed  was  aequa  nted  with  the  Duke  of  Yoik 
pWvmus  to  the  Year  1804.  At  that  time  she  had  no  expenwve 
establishment.  It  vas  not  until  the  expensive  e^abhshment 
bt^a'i  in  Gfoucestei  Place  that  any  tiace  of  an  application  ou 
her  part*TesptGtmg  mihtaiy  appointments  appealed  He  would 
not  a^s-e  t  tint  t>  ^  cncu  usance  was  conclusive,  that  it  proved 
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thai  the  Duke  of  York  was  acquainted  with  the  moans  to  wlnoti 
*he  wjs  undei  the  necessity  of  recumng  to  suppctft  that  esta* 
fchs-^u^Dt ,  hut  he  could  not  help  considering  it  as  almost  ex- 
traordlft&tv'  coincidence,  and  one  which  lent  gi eat  weight  tor  the 
prosaclption  ,  foi  though  Goidon  had  his  eves  on  the  Duke  of 
York?  a*id  those  of  Gieenwood  were  on  Mis  ClaiAe,  tftiUthc  busi- 
jie^s      ,  it      fo'iward     People  might  appl\  to  Mis  Clarke*  ai  d 
thf*se  applications'  might  be  submitted'  b>  her  a*  a  cotf\tane  -t  op- 
poitum-s  to  his  Row!  Highness     It  wis  also  possible  that  the  bu~ 
sines-*  iKigiit  nave  gone  on  m  the  iegidai  was,  that  hei  «etoia- 
r.  ^xd^i'^ns  inay  r/ot  have  been  attended  to,  and  that  the  Duke, 
w,A     i  pci'ffct  coneiou>ness  tl  at  her  mtet teience  hdd  no  effect, 
ir'^htv  >i  i) is  return  .from  the  lior^-e  Guards,  to  please  her,  to 
Uwvr  >  er  vpiiitj,  say  this  was  done  through  >oui  influence.  But 
it  /  .  -  ,-d  it  was  innaculoifs,  that  in  ten  thousand  instances  of  pro- 
*>jf   ,  only  the^e  few  should  have  occuirecf,  in  which  there  was  a 
<tev**'ozi  from  the  fati  and  lionourable  course     \\  as  it  not*  he 
would  ask,  mote  miraculous  that  the  son  of  a  King,  pms^srng 
Httnrn^e  pa^ionage,  scattering  benefits  at  oundnirn,  able,  as  it  ap- 
pea  ed,'to  «ecuie  the  adherence  of  a  pait)  m  that  House,  should 
be  called  upon  to  answei  foi  his  conduct    Was  it  imt  surprising 
thai  his  Honourable  Fnend  should  have  *he  couiage  to  stand  up  as 
hh  accusei  in  that  House,  to  bring  foiwaid  these  santi/ia  of  ew- 
dexice,  as  fbe?  at  fit  st  appeared  against  him  >  When  an  unhappy 
creatine  was  bi ought  up  foi  trial  m  the  cinnmal  couirs,  it  was  a 
($ommon  excuse* to sa\,  "  Ihisismv  fiist  offence,  i  was  nevei  con- 
victed before  «'  but  tlus  was  not  admitted  as  an  excuse    A  Learned 
Gentleman  had  ex-piessed  his  astonishment  that  the  Duke  of  York 
slsowld  have_so  committed  himself  'He  was  equally  astonished, 
but  there  was  the  damning  pi  oof  that  he  had  so  comm.UOd  him- 
self   It  was  not  in  evidence  that  he  vwi^  par ticuiarly  acquaint* 
With  the t  two  thousand  /ve  huudied  pouads  Mis  Clarke  appears 
to  have  teccived,  but  tl(e  (louse  inu^t  a'iee  that  he  had  i  i.eneial 
knowledge  of  the  couuption.    Notwithstanding  the  ad\aitagts 
(flat  this  mquiiv  must  piodvcc  to  the  countiy,  he  could  not  help 
feeling  toi  the  Duke  ot  \oik     It  was  to  be  legietted  that  he  i  ad 
not  aetheied  to  hi>  agi  cement  with  Mn  C  larkc  ,  that  he  did  not  pay 
her  the  annuih  which  he  piomised  whea  he  djst aided  hei  VVh\, 
Cora  paltiy  five  bundled  pounds  ^utiel  such  ittrus  snch  tiash  t\* 
kad  been  lead  in  evidence,  to  be  brou  ^ht  foi  »vai  d  "    W  h\  not  pui - 
crhase  these  follies  b>  the  punctual  d^chau.*1  of  the  engagement 
to  ^hich  he  was  pledged  •*    Win  allows  a  volume  of  nonsensical 
ktters  to  be  teat  into  tlv»  world,  which  he  i  i-ist  wish,  toi  all  the 
world,      L>et  back  again  ' 

The  fitglit  Honourable  Gentleman  seemed  to  place  meat  idi- 
am^e  oh  the  statement  which  he  had  deliveied  m  tespecttng  the 
eVpences.cf  the  establishment  at  Glouce^tei  Place  But  what  did 
ins  amount  to?     The  account  wis  confirmed  bv  Mi-  <  laike,  and 
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ha  statement  a>,ieed  with  tna*  tain  $hed  by  the  Duke  to  within  fne 
bundled  pounds  ,  a  sntull  tiattson,  as  she  wouhT  state  it  It  was 
said  tjiat  the  Duke  was  caiekss  about  money,  a  id  piove  this  a 
Learned  Gentleman  i elated  a«i  aptcdote  that  l«c  .hv  J  fiom  tlw 
Piecptois  of  the  two  Ilo)al  brotheib  foi  y  ,eii^a^o  They  said 
that  the)  found  it  imposMb'e-  to  i  s til  into  the  irn»<ds  of  the  joung 
Pnnces  proper  idc*s  ot  tue  \alue  ^f  money.  Tlu>  was  a  subject 
on  which  it  wasnotveij  suipusi'i^,  that,  even  vitn  the  assistance 
of  the  Atchbishop  of  Voik  and  otnus,  the)  should  not  imbibe  very 
accuiate  notions  But,  howevei  adverse  the  Duke  of  York  migh't 
have  been  in  his  infancy  to  the  acquisition  of  this  species  of  know- 
ledge, it  was  of  impei  totis  necessity  that  he  should  have  since  ob- 
tained it  tic  was  at  the  head  of  a  gieat  establishment,  thiough 
which,  though  not  a  »reat  deal,  somemouex  must  pass.  But  whea 
f)is  Royal  Hn>hness  saw,  fiom  da\  to  da),  the  most  sumptuous  and 
expensive  dmneis served — when  he  saw  tho*e  elegant  carnages 
cjhawn  forth,  in  which  he  sometimes  condescended  to  nde — when 
be  vie  vied  the  profusion  that  pi  evaded  inev  en  pa»  t  of  the  establish- 
ment m  Gloucester  Place — and  when  he  consideied  that  he  on^ 
contubutcd  so  much  to  the  support  of  this  hi\ui),andextiavag,ance, 
it  was  impossible  that  he  must  not  have  known  that  they  were 
supported  fiom  other  channels  than  those  that  flowed  from  him. 
It  was  indeed  said,  that  Mis  Claike  had  frequent  1)  received  sums 
which,  she  applied  to  take  her  diamonds,  those  dearest  objects  of 
female  \anity,  out  of  pawn  It  was  very  piobable  sire  did.  Where 
such  boundless  profusion  and  inconsiderate  extravagance  pie  vailed, 
it  was  natural  that  considerable  distress  should  follow.  But  for 
what  purposes  weie  those  trinkets  pledged >  Weie  fhe>  not  to 
support  the  establishment >  Had  the  applications  from  Mrs  Clarke 
Jo  the  Duke  of  York  been  made  in  ftivoui  of  persons  who  were 
mostly  known  to  hei,  the  practice  %o\\ld  admit  of  some  excuse. 
For  example.  "Do  £ive  a  commi\slont  to  Thompson  ,  he  is  my 
brother."  It  is  quite  natural  that  she  should  do  so,  the  applies 
tion  would  be  peifectly  e\cusea*ble.  "  Well,  well,  don't  teaze  me, 
it  shall  be  done  ,  but  let  th^to>hcatjon  be  ma4e  in  the  regular 
way."  Theie  wouM  have  hwt  waking  improper  even  in  this. 
Any  man,  in  the  Duke  of-VSA's  ^Wtuxn,  couki  hardly  have  ye* 
fused  acceding  to  such  a  lequett.  I$ut  what  would  the  House  say, 
when  they  found  an  lush  Cter£)  matt  step  forward  >  What  should 
have  been  the  answer  of  the  Duke  of  York,  when  be  received  an 
application  in  favoiu  of  such  aman*  Shojiid  ifliave  been,  "If 
this  man,  this  Di  O'Meara,  js  an  acquaintance  &t  yours,  tie  is  not 
fit  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Ch^?  ch  ,  he  u  a  dtsgtace  to  hi*  sacred 
profession,  I  will  not  interfere  foi  lum  "  BuHhere  was  something 
in  the  nature  of  the  promise  that  wal  made  to  further  his  view  of 
gratifying  his  ambition  of"  preach  jug  before  Royalty*"  that  must 
induce  a  suspicion,  that  something,  was  given  for'themtroductioa. 
The  same  arguments  would  apply  t^  the  ca*es  of  FreacA  and  Saa- 
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don,  Elderton  and  CJavenng    The  applications  m  all  these 
stances  were  first  made  to  Mis. Ciaike  >, 

W  tth  respect  to  the  case  of  Samuel  Cai  ter,  he  regretted  that  hit* 
Honourable  friend  had  bi  ought  it  fojward.  It  turned  out  that  he 
proved  a  most  mentonous  officer.  lie  should  exceedmgly  largest 
— it  would  grieve  him  to  the  very  heart,  if  any  gcandal  should  at- 
tach to  this  youth,  in  consequence  of  the  mannei  in  which  he  ob» 
timed  his  commissions  For  himself,  he  was  not  one  of  those  who 
could  boast  of  a  long  line  of  ancestiy,  and  these  weie  not  times  in 
which  the  privileges  of  birth  weie  to  supersede  the  claims  of  ment 
land  talent  wheie-evet  they  weie  to  be  found  It  was  one  of  the 
proud  advantages  of  oui  happy  foim  of  government,  that  the  road 
to  eminence  and  honours  was,  open  to  every  one  The  House  was 
Dot  ignorant  that  Bonapai  te  had  made  Geneials  and  Statesmen  out 
of  the  humblest  materials  If  the  Duke  of  Yoikhad  discoveied 
any  laie  ment  in  Mi.  Carte]  while  he  was  standing  behind  his  chair, 
or  handing  his  mistiess  out  ot  her  carriage,;  theie  was  not,  he  was 
persuaded,  a  manly  mind  in  the  country  which  would  not  icjoire 
that  he  had  elevated  him  to  that  honouiable  profession,  oi  winch, 
by  all  accounts,  he  was  likely  to  piove  a  distinguished  ornament. 
He  hoped  that  this  would  be  the  sentiment  of  the  officeiswith 
whom  he  was  now  seivmg,  aad  that  no  gallant  man  among  them 
would  feel  himself  (as  it  was  in  the  couise  of  this  inquiiy  suggested 
by  an  Honourable  Member  at  the  otliei  side  of  the  House)  disgraced 
b}  having  such  an  associate  joined  with  him.  (Loud  cries  of  No9 
N'>,  from  all  parts  of  the  House  ) 

He  would  now  adveit  to  the  case  of  the  exchange  between 
Colonels  Knight  and  Biooke,  in  which  so  much  was  demonstrated 
that  he  could  not  bring  himself  to  suppose  that  a  doubt  could  re- 
main on  any  mind  respecting  the  coriupt  nature  of  the  tian^action. 
it  was  comi'lctelv  pioved  that  Mr.  Robert  Knight,  a  pei^on  not  un-^ 
acquainted  w^h  the  ways  of  the  world,  had  paid  two  hundred i 
pounds  to  Mis  Clwrke  on  account  of  his  bi other.  There  was  no 
doubt  of  the  monev  having  been  paid,  and  that  it  was  paid  m  con- 
sideiation  of  the  influence  employed  b\  Mis.  Ciaike  to  effect  the 
desired  exchange.  This  was  continued  by  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Th\nne,  a  most  respectable  man  ,  aud  who,  fiom  thenattneof 
Ins  profession,  which  obliged  him  to  go  about  fiom  family  to 
taimlv,  was  as  likely  to  hear  as  much  tittle  tattle  as  any  body  He 
a*  as  of  opinion  that  this  exchange  was  biought  about  by  the  influ- 
ence of  Mi s>  Ciaike.  Mr  Knight,  indeed,  gave  an  opposite  opi- 
nion, and  yet  he  was  deluded  into  a  belief  that  she  piocured  it 
The  meiuoiandnm  of  Colonel  Goidon,  **  not  acceded  to,"  *as  to 
him  unintelligible  tt  appeared  to  mean  that  some  obstiuction  had 
been  thiown  in  the  way  of  the  exchange.  Jt  was,  however,  intci- 
jneted  othei  wise  *  and  he  would  acquiesce  in  the  constiuction  put 
upon  it  by  tl>at  Officer,  than  whom  theie  could  not  be  a  moie  cleat, 
consistent,  cr  jouomable  witness    Theie  was  anothei  evidence  of 
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which  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  fallen  foul ,  he  meant 
Pterin,    'Ihil  man  hid  not,  to  be  sine,  aay  brains  to  knock  out, 
b  >t  fhe  Right  Ilonoyidble  Gentleman  endeavouied  to  extinguish 
his  hghfc    Di.  Flnnne  had  pioved  'hit  he  gave  the  name,  of 
Knfgbf  and  Biocke'to  Mi?  C  Urkc,  on  .«  si«o  of  papei    and  it  was 
in  the  evidence  of  Mi*  Claike  tint  she  dcKeied  this  identical  slip 
of  paper  to  t^e  Duke  of  Yoik     i'his^igiecment  is  a  ,t-tfns;  eono- 
bdlatimi,  and  affoids  giouud  to  believe  that  his  Pc^al  Highness 
ftr^w  the  whole  nature  of  the  transactions    Fuithei  as  to  the  pay- 
ment, #3/.  Knight  Has  not  seen  whethei  it  was  in  one  or  two  notes. 
•i-Mrs.  tlarke  thinks  she  gave  it  to  change  to  one  of  his  Royal 
fifghness's  servants,  and  here  it  vas  stian^c  that  moie  oi  better 
recollection  shpuld  he  requited  f-om  Mrs  Claike  than  fiom  Mr 
K  Knight,    But,  whether  the  payment  Mas  made  in  one  note  oj 
two  notes,  or 'foui  titties,  fiom  thence  to  argue  that  a  plot  existed 
against  his  Rpyaf  High^s,  v,  js  c  uremel  y  pi  eposes  ou>.    Piei son 
tells  us  of  a  noteheuent  to  ^cr  enans»ed  in  the  morning — The 
persons  in  Bond-street  whei  e  he  appliecf  beat  testimony  to  it.  Lu- 
dqm<;\t,  his  Royal  Highness  s  mi  vane,   tells  us  there  was  no  note 
changed  by  him  ,  and  he.e  he  uaut  admit  that  he  believed  Mr* 
T*ierson  to  be  troubled  With  ti*t  ailment  he  complained  of,  and 
that  it  more  or  less  mjuies  the  memory  could  not  be  doubted  ,  he 
himself  had  experienced  the  effects*  of  it    But  what  had  fallen  from 
the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  was  verv  stiange,  he  concluded  that 
that  man  was  about  to  come  into  the  House  to  say  what,  if  he  had 
said,  would  have  convicted  hrm  of  perjuiy    It  was  ceitainly  out 
of  the  common  m6de  of  conviction  not  to  convict  a  man  on  what 
he  had  said,  but  oiiybjat  he 'would  have  said,  had  bespoken.  He 
believed  that  Pieisoo  was  a  stupid  man,  but  that  was  no  pi  oof  of 
dishonesty.    As  *  to  what  the  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  had 
«ai$  of  a  conspiracy,  if  there  had  been  one,  would  Pierson,  who 
had  seen^lis.  Claike  that  morning,  have  said  the  note  was  a  fifty 
pound  one,  if  she  had  taught  him  to  say  a  hundred  pounds,  he 
mwt  say  from  his  heart,  that  thete  .vas  not  the  least  shadow  of  the 
alledged  collusion ,  all  circumstances  tended  completely  to  explode 
the  leasonmg  of  the  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman 

The  next  cas>e  he  had  to  consider,  was  that  of  Major  Tonyn. 
It  appeared  tiom  evidence,  ,-that  a  sum  of  five  hundred  pounds  was 
deposited  in  the  hands  of  MY  Gilpin,  an  Army-clothier  in  the 
Strand,  a  most  icspectable  man,  and  one  whom  he  knew'very 
veil.  This  was  done  m  consequence  of  the  application  of  Sandon,- 
v\ho  was  now  exmatmg  his  offences  in  Newgate,  to  Donovan. 
This  was  to  be  tire  price  of  Mr«.  Clarke s  influence — of  that 
influence,  which  was  supposed  not  to  exist — of  that  influence 
the  existence  of  which  Sandon  had  the  efhontery  to  saj  he 
doubted,  though  he  had  paid  Mis  Clarke  eight  hundied  pounds 
in  consideiation  of  it,  after  his  friend  Fiench  went  to  Ireland 
Fie  well  knew,  when  he  had  paid  this  eight  hundred  poun'o's  .that 
theje  v»as  to  be,  a  quid  pjo  quo    Mis.  Clarke's  patronage  was  the 
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quid  He  would  now  say  a  few  \sords  respecting  the  note  about 
"■Ton) u,  which  in  his  conscience  he  considered  as  affording  indis- 
putable e\  vdenee  of  the  Duke  of  Yoi  k  acceding  to  some  wish  which 
Mrs  Clarke  had  communicated  to  him  lespectmg  Tonyn  If  this 
noV  vas  swelled  into  an  importance,  whuh  neither  now  *nor  at 
any  otbei  tune  he  consideied  as  due  to  it,  it  arose  from  the  ex- 
tieme  agitation,  the  extraordinary  en  tun*otanee%  and  the  some~ 
thing  like  t heat nca I  effect  with  which  it  was  brought  forward,  tie 
had  been  one  of  th'e  depositanes  of  that  secret,1  and  he  thought 
that  the  note  was  as  dead  as  Homer  The  Duke  of  Yoiksolemnty 
protected  that  it  was  a  foigery  ,  and  when  m  consequence  ot  the 
tonfe^ion  of ^andon  it  was  pro\ed  to  he  alive",  and  was  brought  for- 
^  ud,  heconfes&ed  that  he  did  view  it  with  the  utmost  astonishment, 
lie  looked  at  it  again,  and  again,  and  again.  He  collated  and  com- 
paied  it  vuth  the  letters  of  the  Duke,  and  the  re&nlt  of  this  opera- 
tion left  not  the  smallest  doubt  upon  his  mind  that  it  was  written^ 
by  the  Duke.  But  when  Col  Gordon  gave  his  evidence  at  the( 
Bar  respecting  it,  he  was  convinced  This  conviction  was strength- 
ened b\  thecvidetic>  of  General  Hope,  wno  said  he  thought  there 
vas  a  shade  of  difference,  and  it  was  iendered  as  firm  as  a  rock, 
bv  the  testimony  of  his  Hon  Pnend  (Mr  Adam),  who  said,  that 
to  could  peueive  ro  diffeience  And  what  weie  the  means  by 
-which  it  was  endeavouied  to  shake  this  evidence  ^  Why  they 
bi ought  forward  Mr  Town,  and  a  parcel  of  sach  4i ash  as  he  baa 
tever  befoie  heard  in  his  hfe,  It  was  impossibFe  to  conclude  but 
that  Sandon  received  the  note  fiom  Mrs  Claikei  and  that  she  had 
no  hand  or  interest  whatever  m  forging  it  Had  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  any  doubt  of  its  genuineness  >  If  he  had,  he  must  say, 
that  he  Mas  not  to  be  convinced  by  one  from  the  dead.  For  hun- 
£etf,  he  had  not  the  smallest  doubt  of  its  genuineness ,  he  was  as 
firmly  persuaded,  as  that  he  stood  on  the  floor,  that'll  was  written 
by  the  Duke  of  York,  and  that  it  was  the  answer  to  some  applica- 
tion respecting  Tonyn 

The  witnesses  called  from  the  Bant  and  Pest  Office  to  disprove 
it,  verified  it  bejond  a  possibility  of  doubt,  even  Mr  Bliss,  who 
had  shewn  himself  the  most  dubious,  confessed  that  he  had  no 
doubt  till  he  had  seen  the  hand- writing" -of  Mrs  Claike ,  but  that 
was,  in  his  opinion,  so  little  founded,  that  bethought  the  note 
established  m  the  cleai est  manner.  And  what  d'd  it  prove  ?  No 
jess  than  Major  Tonyn  s  business  was  suspended,  and  foi  a  tune 
stopt  m  its  progress.  *  The  Right  Hon  Gentleman  had  said,  it 
dove-tailed  nowhere,  Imt  nice  as  he  mi^ht  be  in  that  paiticulan, 
it  vas  impossible  to  cast  it  out  of  tie£ase,  or  expunge  it  fiom  the 
evidence  in  whichat  made  so  veiy  prominent  a  figmc  The  Right 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  said,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  influence 
over  his  Roval  Highness — he  might  well  sa^  so  thu  note  had  m- 
conteitibly  proved  it ,  and. yet  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman 
Ibad  triumphantly  asked;  >*as  it  given  for  favour  01  corruption  >  He 
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{Mi.  Win  thread)  could  not  say  what  others  thought  of  it ,  itat 
for  his  own  part,  he  should  that  night  prove  by  his  vote  wha&K>pi- 
mon  he  had  formed  of  it. 

The  ne\t  witness  that  had  heen  attacked  was  Miss  Taylor.  The 
Right  llonouiable  Gentleman  had  begun  by  driving  away  at  hei 
{a  laugh),  and,  after  a  long  examination,  Dedenck  Sfimit  was 
brought  to  prove  that  Miss  Taylor  was  unwoithy  otciedit.  Upoi* 
what  j*iound' did  he  attempt  to  do  this  >  Because  he  had  known 
Miis  Taylor's  fathei  by  the  name  ofChance.  Wheie  had  he  known 
him  by  "that  name  ?  Whv  at  the  Stock- Exchange.  Who  did  he 
ask  for  when  he  went  to  enquire  for  him  there  *  For  Mi.  Taylor. 
Ridiculous  1  it  was  known  that  persons  assumed  names  in  their 
tiansactions  there,  which  they  did  not  use  any  where  ejse,  such 
as  tl  izard,  Goodluck,  &f  ,  but  when  they  retired  to  their  retieat* 
in  the  country,  they  weie  never  known  theie  by  tho«e  assumed 
names.  Shmit  had  allowed  he  had  foi  several  vears  kuown  thi* 
young  Lady's  father  by  the  name  of  Tav  tor,  but  because  he  had* 
from  some  paitieular  fancv,  been  called  Chance,  at  the  Stock  Ex- 
change, this  was  deemed  s.ifTicient  to  work  such  an  extt-aordinary 
wondei,  as  to  aflkct  his  dauj»luei\  e vide nce>  and  rendei  it  unworthy 
af /belief  It  was  a  ma«t  absuid  pretence ,  and  all  things  considered, 

the  conduct  of  Dedenck  Shniit,  he  was  the  evidence  that  ought 
to  be  dibci  edited 

ITien  Miss  lav  lor  was  not  deserving  of  ciedtt,  because  she  had 
kept  company  with  Mrs  Claike — Excellent  and  just  conclusion! 
What*  is  no  peison  dcseivuigof  ciedit  who  has  kept  company  » 
With  Mrs  Ciaikc    Aie  all  those,  who  have  been  under  her  roof, 
to  be  deemed  unwoithv  of  belief ?    Did  the  Eight  Honourable 
Gentleman  recollect,  who  had  been  in  the  habits  of  visiting  there;, 
and  of  partaking  the  various  hospitalities  of  hei  )oof>    Did  he 
recollect  that  the; Commander  m  Chief  had  been  there,  and  fie- 
ijuently  in  company  with  this  uame  Mi<ssTa)ler'  Did  he  recollect 
that  Dr  O'Meaia  had.beea  there — that  fys  own  witness  General 
Clarei  ing  had  been  there — that  Baroness  Nollekens  had  been  there^ 
and  would  he  pretend  to  say  that  their  several  evidences  had  been  • 
rendered  vitiated  and  tunwoithy  of  belief  on  that  account  >  He 
thought  the  Honourable  Gentleman  must  have  "reatlv,  torgottea 
himself,  when  he  assigned  this  as  a  leason  foi  discrediting  the  evi- 
dence of  Miss  la  i  lor.  He  (Mi .  Whitbread),  had  paid  pai  ticular  at- 
tention to  Mj^.Tajlors  conduct  when  sb$  appeared  at  the  Bai,  and  ' 
in  his  opinion  her  evidence  appealed  to  be  tiuiy  innocent  and  irre- 
proachable*   But  it  seemed  Mi,s  Tavjor  had  leceived  the  kindness 
«tf  Mis ^Clarke^— humane  and  charitable  concision  I    Had  not 
Samuel  Carter  received  the  bounty  of  ~Mrs. , Clarke  >    Had  nq>t 
.  Captain  Sutton,  who  was  an' excellent  Officer,  but  who  happened 
to  be  unfortunate"  in  his  circumstances — hat}  hot  Captain  Sutton " 
P«|  the  evening  of  his  life  undei  the  charitable  assist^u%ex>f 
Clarke?  and  would  the  Right  Honourable  Geuilejrnau  v  enWe 
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to  say,  that  if  Samuel  Carter,  of  whom  he  had  so  lately  spoken  in 
such  favourable  terms,  as  that  he  was  likely  to  be  a  credit  to  the 
profession  of  a  soldier,  would  he  ventuie  xo  say  that  his  evidence 
should  not  Jie  deemed  worthy  of  belief?  01  that  if  Captain  Sutton 
had,  before  his  death^  been  called  as  aSvitness,  he  should  not  have 
been  deemed  worthy  of  behef,  because  those  persons  had  severally 
a<  ccpted  the  humane  and  chantage  assistance  of  Mis.  Claike  ? 
But  Miss  Tavloi,  it  seemed,  had  kept  a  Boauhng  School,  and  she 
Height  draw  them  in  to  vend  then  daughteis  to  hei,  which  would 
be  a  heinous  offence    Impetuous  aigument'    The  Honourable 
Gentleman's  humanity,  he  had  no  doubt,  would  prompt  him  to 
subscribe  liberal*}  towaid?  laiMii^  a  Magdalen  cu  an  Asvkim,  tor 
those  unfortunate  }oung  females,  w  ho  had  ahead}  lost  then  vir- 
tue, but  it  seemed  as  il  he  would  make  no  allowance  towaids  as- 
sisting a  young  >irttious  woman  m  earning  hei  livelihood  by  keep- 
ing a  Boarding  School?  because  she  had  sometimes  visited  Mrs. 
"Clarke,  to  whom  she  was  i elated  bv  mamai>e    Another  leasoft 
ior  not  believing  Mis3*Ta\loi  was,  that  she  had  told  a  conveisatiou 
of  the  Duke  of  York's,  which  passed  toui  \eais'auo,  with  a  consi- 
derable degiee  of  acc  in  ac>  ,  and  the  llij;ht  Iloirouiabk  Gentleman 
had  found  fault  with  Mis  Claike,  and  deemed  1  ei  unwoithv  of 
credit,  because  she  did  not  K.nonbti  a  note  which  passed  tour 
-%eais  ago     He  censmed  v>iu  as  i.ndesei viu^  ciccht,  because  she 
could  icmember  so  wejl,  and  the  othei  equally,  because  she  could 
not  lemevfibci  at  the  «am.r  distance  of  time    The  Right  Honour- 
able Gentleman  had  brought  himsc  If  into  this  chlemma     Now  he 
{Mr  Wbitbi-eatT)  w-owld  not  go  into  it  at  all,  for  he  could  \eiy 
fairly  and  rationally  believe,  that  one  peison  may  easily  lecollect  a 
particular  conversation  which  passed  at  a  given  time,  and  that  the 
«ther  might  not  have  theshghest  jemembtancc  of  a  simdai  cucum- 
stance,  though  no  louder  a-peiiod  of  time  had  inteivened  Mis, 
^Urke  had  ob|erved,  that  she  had  bee*n  examined  by  a  Ciown 
"Lawyer,  fyutif  she  had  hcai  d  his  ai  guments,  he  thought  she  would 
have  been  desirous  of  choosing  her  lawyei  fiom  the  othei  side  of 
'fhe  Hou^e 

The  ne\t  ca*e  to  which  he  would  advert  was  that  of  French's 
X,evy  f  and  from  the  whole  comnlf\ion  pf  the  evidence  on  that 
bead,  he  was  convinced  the  Duke  of  York  knew-  that  Mis.  Claike 
ytM  concerned  m*it  He  begged  the  House  would  call  to  mind, 
.that  tbi>  levy  was  against  tfie'opimon  of  all  the  Gent-ral  Oflceis  — 
V)cneral  ISewtttroost  cleeidedh  set  his  face  agamst  it— obsei  ve  what 
j^yd  £ath«art  said  oi  it*— ,  ^nothing  could  be  moie  decisive  of  its 
character  than  what  Colonel  T-avlorhad  wntten  about  it  and)et, 
notwithstanding  ail  this  opposition— notwithstanding  it  was  well 
f*    vn  tf  at  Fr^n^  himself  was  much  disliked,  and  very  much  out 

T  favmir  at  tbMftorse  Guards,  Mrs.  Clarke  actually  procured  the 
f  tfc^y  service,  for  which  she  iccciyed  five  hundred  pounds  of 
sL&tech*  yrbo        ifcfi  $*mk>B  to, pay  her  eight  hundred  pounds 
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twore,  which  lie  did  aftei  wauls  The  whole  lev  \  was  to  hive  ieen 
toi  five  thousand  men,  ai.d  was  to  have  beeu  laised  in  six  months 
at  thnteen  guineas  a  man,  but  at  the  end  of  that  penod  they  had 
onlv  raisulone  hunched  and  foit>-six,  at  the  enormou*  late  of  one 
bundled  pounds  a  man ,  and  then,  by  v\ay  ot  what  the  R'ght  Ho- 
wourabie  Gentleman  railed  economy,  he  was  allowed  to  make  a 
tual  of  a  few  months  moie  This  was  a  most  pt  citable  job  to  these 
men,  and  remonstiances  weie  made  on  it  An  Honouiab'e  Fi  lend 
ot  his  (Mi.  Elliott),  had  made  a  motion  fot  the  Fapeis  iclative  to 
Tiench's  lew,  which  papeis  weie  aitetwuds  laid  on  the  Table,  and 
aic  now  theie,  and  this  stu  it  was  which  occasioned  General 
\\  hnelocke  to  wnte  to  Fiench  to  bung  ovei  the  lev  >  ,  and  when 
the\  did  comeovei,  they  weie  guilty  not  only  ot  atiocities,  bu£ 
Colonel  Robinson  had  accused  them  of  ciimes  aha  All  these 
piootb  with  rcpect  to  French's  lew,  had  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee, not  fiom  Mis  Claikes  evidence  alone,  but  fiom  letters 
which  she  did  not  kno*  weie  in  exigence  L'he  e  letter s  weie 
bought  foiwaid  suddcnlv,  and^hewn  to  M«s  Claike  \V  hat  wast 
hei  conduct-  she  was,  on  cs*uinis>  to  the  liar*  a^ked,  44  Do  vou 
kuo  \  ot  an\  note  <vntten  by  th**  I)  ike  efYoik,  a«d  <>tvcn  by  )ou 
to  Huxley  Sandon  -  A  No  Q  \  vou  sine  or  itJ  A  Yes, 
*ei\  sine  Then  tome*  then  ite  Q  Did  vou  evei  see  this  note 
before  *  A  Y^s ,  it  s  ln->ko»al  fiul.'H-s^  >viit»»»,  and  theseto.e 
it  must  have  been  in  mv  possession  Fhen  came  on  the  examina- 
tion lelativeto  truntei kiting  01  imitating  of  hand  wu'mc:,  <md 
though  th.e  questions  weie  put  vvjth  all  the  mgemntv  ai  tl  «cute- 
ness  of  the  Right  llonouiable  and  Learned  Gentleman  who  con- 
ducted it,  the  behaviour  of  Mrs  Claike,  her  quick  and  read)  an- 
sweis,  her  whole  conduct,  and  the  e\piession  of  her  countenance 
can  led  a  conviction  to  his  mind  that  she  was  innocent  of  all  that 
was  imputed  to  hei.  All  the  lettcs  were  unknown  to  her  She 
knew  nothing  of  Nicholls  not  having  buint  them  She  had  hast 
no  communication  with  any  of  the  persons.  Nicholls  was  at 
Hampstead,  Fiench  in  Jamaica,  Sat. don  just  returned  from  Por- 
tugal, yet  these  letteis  were  bi ought,  and  she  was  desired  toprovf 
them  without  being suffeied  to  lead  them,  which  she  did,  without 
making  the  smallest  hesitation,  though  he  thought,  at  the  time, 
it  was  a  measure  of  severity  bordering  on  injustice,  and  was  afteif- 
wards  sony  he  did  not  object  to  it  Miss  Tavlois  expressions  top, 
weie  very  stiong  in  proot  of  the  Dukes  pnvity  — "  Master  T<renc}v 
must*  mind  what  hf's  about,  or  i'il  cut  up  him  and  his  levy  too 
How  does  he  deal  with  you,  daihng^'-^-These  were  terms  which 
weie  very  likely  to  pass  between  them  in  such  a  conversation  as 
alluded  to,  and  weighed  vsiy  strongly  with  him.  It  was  to  be  re- 
collected, also,  that  Sandon  said  he  had  always  told  French,  p'e 
suspected  Mrs.  Claike  had  not  the  interest  siie  pretended  to  have  ; 
•yet  he  paid  her  himself,  by  French's  orders,  five  hundi«d  poiO^f 
and  afterwards  eight  hn&dxed  pounds ,  aad,  by  a  *ttac$e  an<} 
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cidental  coincidence,  it  happened  tl  at  one  of  the-e  letters  mer# 
fioned  the  day  when  the  five  hundied  pounds-  was  pafd,  and  it  ap- 
peared by  Mis  Clarke's  evidence,  she  had,  Without  knowing  any 
tiling  of  t!  is  letter,  mentioned  the  veiy  day  after  as  that  on  which 
she  paid  in  five  hundied  pounds  to  Bnkett,  the  siUersmlth,  in  part 
payment  for  a  sei  vice  of  plate  which  had  been  oidered,  and  fi>i  the 
iemamder  of  which  hi*  Royal  Highne&s  paid  Mis.  Clark-e  had 
said,  she  supposed  Birketts  books  would  shew  the  exact  day  ,  but 
it  seemed  they  did  not,  and  Mi  Dockrav  could  not  or  would  not 
remember  any  thing  certain  on  the  subject  of  the  day  on  which  it 
was  paid  It  seemed  verv  odd  that  this  Gentleman  should  never 
Iiave  'seen  the  Duke  of  Yoik  more  than  twice,  as  he  ->aid,  when 
there  appealed  to  be  a  long  account  of  \anous  ai  tides,  m  settlrng 
which  theie  must  have  been  a  vanet>  of  payments  made  by  h's 
Royal  Highness,  who  had  paid  one  thousand  one  hundied  pounds 
for  the  plate  alone,  beside  the  five  hundied  pounds  paid  by  Mis 
Claike  on  that  account. 

The  ai  tide  of  plate  called  foicibly  to  his  mind  the  fete  of  mtions, 
and  shewed  how  nearly  th"t  was  associated  with  the  fortune  of  in- 
dividuals This  plate  had  been  the  pi  ope?  t\  of'the  Duke  cleBem, 
one  of  the  unfortunate  biaiuhes  of  theHo\ul  Family  of  Fiance, 
and  had  been  brought  by  Bnkett  to  Mis  Claike  to  «*hew  to  the 
Duke  of  Yovk.  When  it  was  recollected  in  what  a  mendian  bfa/6 
of  splendoui  the  Duke  de  Boni  hati  always  shone  m  the  magnifi* 
cent  Court  of  Fiance,  in  Us  most  piotpctou*  da\s,  it  was  a  melan- 
choly reflection  to  tiace  the  household  plate,  with  the*  aim*  of  that' 
illustndus  branch  of  the  Royal  Family  of  the  Bouibons,  to  the 
shop  of  Mr.  Birketr,  the  pa>vnbioker.  It  would  almost  seem  to  be 
a  kind  of  splendid  warnitfg  of  the  unceitamty  and  \  icissitude  of* 
human  affairs,  even  in  the  highest  spheie  of  life  h  would  seem  to 
call  forcibly  to  the  recollection,  how  vciy  suddenly  the  splendid 
and  aneient  monaichy  of  France,  was  ovtrthiown,  not  by  systems 
or  theories  of  philosophers  but  by  foul  and  base  corruption  Trace 
the  Histoiy  of  France  from  the  iuxui  ious  days  of  'the.  iJa  Vaiheies 
and  Montespans,  down  to  those  of  the  Pompadouis  and  Banes, 
and  you  would -see  the  destiuction  and  overthrow  of  the  Monarchy, 
which  drove  the  illustrious  branches  of  the  Bourbon  Family  into 
foreign  exile,  originating  in  private  vice,  and  finally  completed  by 
the  deceitful  and  unbounded  extravagance  of  those  entrusted  wHh 
public  confidence  and  official  situation.  One  cannot  help  thinking, 
said  the  Honourable  Gentlerrmn,  that  the*  encumstance  of  the 
Duke  de  Bern's  plate  having  been  deposed  of  m  this  way,  and  then, 
coming  into  the  possession  x>f  the  Duke  of  York,  must  have  occa- 
sionecj  some  sensations  m  the  bosom  of  his  Royal  Highness  which' 
cofefd  not  fad  to  ibuse  his  feelings  for  the  fate  of  that  unfortunate 
^famitv,  &ncj '  which  would  cause  him  mwardtv  to  ejaculate— I 
ihank^bd  fot  the  warning  which  this?  magnificent  mgnumeft|tof 
%h»  instability  of  greatness  holds  uj»  to  my  and  1  will  use  it  as 
*  a  beacoa 
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tk  hcacort  to  gtjard  me  3gainst  the  danger  of  those  rocks  on  which 
<£tlfevs,  once  as  greatr^i^d  powerful  as  I  am  now,  have  been  so /un- 
expectedly wrecked  and  mined  " 

/The  next  subject  he  should  mention  was  that  of  the  supposed 
falsehood  ofttie  testimony  given  b}  Mr.  Dowler,  which  he  would 
Dot  admit  to  be  the  fact    The  Chancelloi  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said*  that  ht  denied  having  slept  with  Mrs.  Claike  at  Reid's  Hotel } 
but  the  fact  was,  that  he  never  had  been  asked  the  question. 
Neither 'was  Mi  Dowlci's  evidence  contradicted  by  that  of  Alder- 
man Combe.    Mr  Cqmbe  had*  stated  that  he  met  Mr.  Dowlei  iti 
tj  e  street,  and  asked  bun  whelhei  he  had  got  his  appointment 
through  Sir  Bioolc  Watson,  or  Mrs  Claike,  and  that  Mr  Dowler 
answered  that  be  had  it'/iorn  Su  Biook  Watson     Mi  Dowlei  ad- 
mitted that  he  might  have  said  so,  but  that  he  had  no  jecollection 
of  it.   That  \»  a»  no  contradiction  of  what,  Mi  Combe  had  said, 
and  all  the  conclusions  which  Mi  Perceval  had  drawn  fiom  it  must 
fall  to  the  gibund    Instead  of  discrediting  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Dowler,  he  was  induced  to  give  jt  \eiy  high  credit  jtiom  the  teims 
>n  which  Mr.  Combe  had  ^poke  of  .him    That  Gentleman,  for 
Arhoni  he  had  a  vciy  nigh  respect,  said,  that  he  thpught  ,Mrf 
Dowlei  a  deserving  man,  and  that  he  would  wlhngiy  employ  him  j 
and  the  word  of  Jli  Combe,  who  was  well  acquainted  witt)  man* 
kind,  would  go  a  gteat  vya)  in  Jieeommending  «ny  man    But  Mr, 
Dowler  was 'a  Deputy  Commissary,  and  although  ever  \  enquiry 
v, as  professed  to  have  been' made',  no  man  had  yet  said  by  wha£ 
means  he  had  attained  it    Sir  Biook  \Vatson,  on  whom  it  was  at- 
tempted to  fix  it,  denied  it  fiom  the  grave   his  papeis  had  h>een 
Examined,  and  not  a  w  cud  appeared  about  him  m  tbem  Dining 
the  examination  of  Mr  Dowler,  he  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr. 
Vernon,  of  the,  Treasury    Why  was  not  that  gentleman  called 
upon  to  give  evidence  upon  t}ie subject >  As  he  was  not  called,  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Dowlei  lemaiued  unimpeached.    if  Mis  Clarke 
and  Mr  Dowler  had  even  ehteied  into  a  conspnacv,  as  had  been 
stated*  yet  still  the\  could  not  pejfoim  impossibilities ,  thej  could 
not  iccal  past  time,  and  nnclo  his  appointment    If  Gentlemt  ^op- 
posite could  not  tell  who  they  weje  who  gave  Mi  Dowler  his  ap- 
pointment, the  House  must  behevp  the  account  tic  had  giyen  him- 
self, and  indeed  it  could  not  be  accounted  foj  t  otftei  wise  thait 
through  the  influence  of^he  Duke  of  York    Mi  Dowlei  bactsaid 
that  he  gave  Mfs  C  laike  one  thousand  pounds  in  two  payments  to 
get  him  the  appointment,  jet  he  never  was  asked  how  the  pa}  ments 
were  made,  whether  it  was  bv  diafts  upon  bis  fatUer  or  in  Bank 
notes,  so  as  that  the  truth  of  it  might  be  asceitained    He  "had 
likewise  stated  that  he  sold  pioperty  out  of  the  Funds  to.  enable 
him  to  make  the  payment  >  and  had  any  inquiry  been  made  irtto 
that  fact  >  '  Though  Sir  Powler  had  slept  with  Mrs  Clarke  iq  St. 
Martins  Lane,  tb<* Honourable  and  Learned  Gentleman  <rou Id  juot 
d©  what  Jupiter  had  done,  call  back  a  past  day  3  tnejr  coulU  not 
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do  away  Jh  13  Commissariat,  thpngh  they  could  charge  him  with, 
passirtg  his  hotirs  with  that  fair  Dehla  in  foi  mmg  fa  conspiracy  tri 
impose  oh  the'  House,*  by  giving  evidence  that  he  purchased  h's 
appointment  from  her.    He  (Mi  Whrtbiead)  did  fh  roly  and  so- 
lemnly beiieve  thaft  Mrs  Claitfe  had  obtained  for  him  that  appoint- 
ment  the  thing  was  done,  the  money  wa,^  paid,  and  now  this 
third  detailed}  conspn acy  was  completely  hi  ofceri  up 
<  Thete'was  one  more  tiansaction  on  which  he  wished  to  make  a 
few  Observations,  it       that  of  Mi  Elderton.  ,  In  tbrt  case'  Mis., 
Clarke  seemed  to  fiav«  acted  in  a  veiy  feeling  'fcay^  and  perhaps* 
had  dotie  it  gramiro  isly.    And  in  looking  at  these  transactions,  he 
nevei  meant  to  say  or  to  insinuate  that  the  Duke  of  YoUv  had  put 
money  tn  his  pocket ,  he  had  always  considered  him  as  far  superior 
to  any 'Such  base  or  giovehrg  motives    he  considered  always,  that 
ff  he  had  done  any  buch  thing,  it  had  been  as  a  favour  to  his  mis- 
tress.  Mrs  Clarke  had  fairl)  and  cleaily  shown  how  she  had  ef- 
fected it.   She  mentioned  it  to  his  Ro^al  Highness,  who  promised 
lier  it  should  be  done.    He  told  Mr  Greenwood — "  one  Mr  Elder- 
ton  will  call  oO  you  for  a  Pay  mastership,** — vtrbutn  bat — it  is  done 
~ -jM  r.  Greenwood  could  do  no  other  than  let  him  have,  it,  and  he 
candidly  told  the  House  that  Mr.Elderton  had  been  appointed, — 
His  gratitude  prompted  him  to  write  the  letter  of  thanks— Mis, 
Clarke  never  Knew  the  letter  of  Mi  Elderton  was  m  existence— it 
tame  from  Kicholls's  flnagazine  at  Hampstead,  and  she  imagined  it 
|iad  be£n  burned,  and  had  no  idea  that  by  his  basely  neglecting  to 
do  so,  it  would  be  produced  on  this  occasion  in  aid  and  support  of 
her  evidence,  which  the  Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  was  so  de- 
sirous to  discredit  and  overturn.   There  was  one  more  ca$e,  that 
of  Kennet,  but  he  would  not  trespass  on  the.  time  of  the  tlou&e  by 
dwelling  on  it. 

The  Right  tlonourable  Gentlemarv,  had,  both  in  the  outset  of 
this  busmen  and  towards  it*  conclusion,'  talked  of  conspiraWs.  It 
might  do  Very  well  at  the  beginning,  but  how  at'the  conclusion  he 
could  dwell  upon  conspiracies  somewhat  surpnsed  him  After  it 
*had  been  shewn  that  trie  couspfrators  were  all  m  chfkient  stones, 
how  was  it  to  be  earned  on  5  Mrs  Claike  fanly  and  candidly  teih 
lief  story,  and  mentions  Sancton,  French,  and  Donovan,  as  the 
persons  whom  st  applied  to  hei  for  the  purpose  of  opening  a  trafhc 
in  promotions,  exchanges,  &rc  When  tfcese  Gentlemen  are  called 
tipori,  'instead  of  appealing  to  be  a  conspiracv  with,  Mrs  Clarke, 
they  seemed  to  be  in  one  against  her  Mi  Donovan  gave  a  mo^t 
reluctant  evidence,  and  was  gudty,  on  the  flist  day  s  examination^ 
of  the  most  baiefaced  prevanca'tion  Mi  Huxley  Sandon  had 
tibne  the  same,  and  always  said  he  thought  Mrs  Claike  had  not 
ihe  interest  she  had  boasted,  though  he  liad  paid  so  handsomely  at 
different  peiiods  to  obtain  it.  The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman 
their  came? to  wonders,  but  might  pot  a  number, of  conspiratois 
oojn^ine  agaitst  one  >  She  could' not  conspnewith  them*  for  Dow- 


(    503  ) 

ter,  was  in  Portugal ,  Sandon  -was  in  Spain  :  all  of  wham  arrived* 
piovidentlally  as  it  were,  tof  piove,  in  various  ways,  that  there  had 
been* no  conspuacy  between  them  and  Mrs.  Cfaike,  nor  between 
them  and! his  Honourable  Fnehd  f  so  far  fiom  it,  &andon,  by  his 
intended  conspiracy  against  them,  and  against  the  ends  of  justice 
had  10  the  hands  of  Providence,  been  the  means  of  the  pioduction  of 
those  letters  which  had  irrefragably  proved  the  truth  of  Mis. 
Clarke's  testimony,  and  disclosed  the  whole  of  the  facts  of  the 
tiansactions  of  which  his  Royal  Highness  had  been  charged  with 
having  a  kwowledge,  at  a  moment  when  she  could  have  no  sort  of 
contioulovei  them,  and,  in  ti  uth  was  ignorant  the/  weie  fn exist- 
ence. 

Hi«>  Honourable  Fnend  had  been  told,  in  the  nutset  of  this  in- 
quiry that  infamy  must  attach  Somewhere,  andwheie  has  it  fal- 
len   It  was  for  the  House  to  determine  that  question  j  foi  his  p£rt, 
he  was  bold  to  say,  that  no  mfamv  attached  to  his  Honourable 
friend,  fiom  his  conductin  the  business  ,  but  on  the  contrary,  l\e 
thought  that  House  and  the  whole  countiy,  were  highly  indebted  to 
his  spirit  and  patriotism,  foi  having  brought  foruaid  those charges. 
A  conspnacj  had  been  talked  of,  who  he  demands  were  the  con- 
sptiatois?  The  Jacobins — Yes  and  m  Gloucester- place  did  the 
genius  of  Jacobinism  preside — there  were  his  midnight  revels  held, 
and  theie  sat  the  Duke  of  Yoik  himself  as  Chan  man  of  the  festive 
board    There  was  the  nest  in  which  he  was  nounshed,  and  such 
was  the  situation  fiom  which  his  Honouiable  Friend  had  endea- 
voured to  rescue  him.    The  Genius  of  Jacobinism  holds  his  habi- 
tation as  much  in  the  dwelling  of  the  Prince  as  of  the  Peasant — as 
fiequently  in  the  palace  as  in  the  cottage,  and  it  was  fiom  the  pa- 
Jacc ,  if  they  would  live  in  safetv,  they  must  first  expel  him.  "  Who 
then  (said  Mr  Whitbread)  is  the  true  Anti-Jacobin  >    Not  there- 
port  which  goes  forth,  and  defeats  its  end  by  its  falsity — not  the 
publication  which  plainly  evinces  its  prejudice  by  its  asperity. 
No,  my  Honourable  Fi  lend  is  the  tiue  Anti- Jacobin  *  he  stands 
forwaid  in  the  cause  of  Royalty,  because  m  the  cause  of  truth,  and 
become*  the  best  defendeVof  the  State,  because  endcavounngtofree 
it  fiom  corruption     Jacobinism  *  males  the  food  it  feeds  on;*  it 
hangs  upon  a  Prince's  follies,  that  it  may  turn  them  into  vices,  and 
even  aims  its  venom  at  this  Assembly,  v,hich  will,  I  trust  by  doing 
its  duty,  defeat  the  Vile  design  "    The  House  would  do  a  good  offict 
by  the  countiy — it  would  act  nobly  b^  the  Duke  himself,  and  he 
tiusted,  if,  as  in  the  scale  of  human  probability  he  might,  thatillus- 
tnous  personage  should  evei  mount  the  throoe  of  England,  the  people 
"woald  see  the  consequences  of  then  chastisement  in  his  reform.  He 
had  dug  a  tiench  ai  ound  himself,  in  to  which,  unless  cautious,  he  mu$t 
fall  With  respect  to  the  lettei  which )iad  been  sent  to  the  House  by 
his  Royal  Highness,  he  should  make  a  few  icmaiks  on  its  contents, 
although  that  was  not  the  proper  time  to  enter  upon  its  tenor  or 
form.    He  had  asserted  his  innocence  upon  the  honour  of  a 
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Prince,  in  ron|udi<4ioii  to  evidence,  but  the  honour  -  a  Punce  m 
*  many  ease^  was  no  better  than  the  as&eition  of  the  meanest  indi- 
vidual protestations  of  innocence  in  cases  that  weie  clea*,  wete 
of  no  avatl>  and  never  attended  to  We  haijr  frequently  seen 
vvieicbes,  with  iopes  about  then  necks,  led  to  cvecutioq,  declare 
their  innocence  of  the  crime  for  which  they  suffered,  and  leave 
thew~Qrid,  calling  npon  God  to  witness  the  tiutjiof  then  as&ei- 
tion, but  the  ends  of  justice  could  never  be  attained  if  the  asser- 
tion of  a  criminal  weie  to  be  received  in  opposition  to  posit  he  evi- 
dence, He  believed  that  at  present  much  less  corruption  had  heea 
practised  than  in  former  times,  but  he  believed  that  t|ie  chief  ica- 
son  for  that  chat ge  arose  much  less  fiom  any  unpioved  notions  of 
integrity  whujh  the  present  generation  had  acquit  ed,  than  from 
"the  fear  that  then  names  would  appeal  upon  the  laige  blue  book 
upon  the  table,  containing  cei tain  questions  and  the  answeis  to 
them  A  conviction  for  corruption  had  lately  taken  place  against 
a  man  who  had  not  vet  received  his  sentence,  and  who  held  some 
rank  in  society,  and  lie  hoped  his  case  would  opeiate  as  an  exam- 
ple to  others,  and  that  all  those  who  should  be  detected  in  *imi)ai 
practices,  should  be  proceeded  against  with  the  i  igoi  of  law.  Fiom 
what  had  transpired  in  , that  Hou<;e,  he  trusted  that  the  Ciown 
Law) ei s  would  consider  well  before  they  would  proceed  fuithtr 
against  thos.e  who  were  called  the  libelleis  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  > 
at  alTevents,  he  hoped  that  libelleis  of  all  parties  would  be  treated 
alike  The  plague  had  got  amongst  us,  and  it  became  us  to  stand 
between  the  dead  and  the  healthy,  and  pi  event  it  from  spreading 
Bonaparte  was  a  flea  bite,  compared  to  internal  con  upturn,  and 
if  we  did  not  prevent  its  spreading,  we  were  a  lost  nation 

The  ATTORNtv/  Glneral  said,  that  as  the  Honourable  Gen- 
tltman  had  addressed  some  observations  to  him,  he  hoped  he 
might  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  observations  in  his  turn  to  that 
HonourableGentleman  That  Honourable  Gentleman  had  said, 
that  he  would  not  foi  the  world  attempt  to  sain  the  vote  of  any 
man,  unless  fiom  hw  conviction.  But  he  well  knew  what  autho- 
rity he  possessed  in  that  House,  and  it  seemed  to  be  his  own  con- 
viction which  he  endeavoured  to  impress  upon  the  mind  of  others 
He  (the  Attoinev  Geneial)  agieed  with  what  had  been  stated  br 
his  Honouiable  f  nend  (Mi  Bathuist),  that  the  question  divided 
itself  into  twopaits,  fust,  whether  his  Royal  Highness  knew  of 
tftese  transactions,  and  if  not,  what  ought  to  be  done  >  Thinking 
thus  he  could  not  absent  to  the  Address  proposed  by  the  Honouia- 
ble Gentleman  opposite;  foi  he  thought  that  the  Iioube  ought  to 
come  to  a  decision  on  each  distinct  question.  He  agreed  that  on 
the  first  question  they  ought  to  proceed  judicially  and  decide  upon 
the  evidence*  though  upon  the  second,  respecting  the  course  of 
proceeding,  circumstances  connected  with  the  situation  of  the 
Duke  of  York  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration.  He  wished  to 
deal  with  the  Commander  m  Chief  as  he  would  with  the  lowest 

individual, 


(    505  ) 

individual ;  but  surely  it  could  not  bo  attributed  to  the  lowest 
niember  of  society,  that  lie  was  more  guilty  $y  declaring  his 
innocence.  Then  why  should  it  be 'made  a  crime,  that  Iris 
Royal  Highness  had  done  so?--  Did  his  high  situation  put  him  to 
that  height/ that  the  laws  of  his  country  should  not  give  him; 
that  protection,  vVhich  was,  and  he  hoped  ever  would  be,  the 
Mist  of  Englishmen  that  they  could  attain.  The  right  honourable 
gentleman  who '  spoke  last)  seemed  to  throw  a  screen  over  the 
evidence  of  IVJrs.  Clarke,  and  also  insinuated,  that  she  had 
toiled  those  who  attempted  to  cross-examine  her.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  but  her  evidence,  or  at  least  part  of  it,  was  given 
with  that  efnontery,  that  not  any  thing  could  have  apologized 
for,  but  the  smirks  and  smiles  of  the  honourable  gentleman  and 
his  friend  ;  and  he  now  enjoys  Jie  result  of  his  encouragement « 
Mrs.  Clarke  is  the  Goddess  of  Ins  Idolatry,  and  he  will  not 
allow  the  sacrcdness  of  her  character  iohe  violated.. 

;  But  how  does  the  matter  stand  ?  is  not  her  evidence  impeached 
by  that  of  Mr.  Ni'eholls,  of  Hamptead  ?  Did  not  Mrs  Clarke, 
deny  e\ er  having  passed  herself  ;f or  a  widow?  or  ever  having 
represented  herself  as  the  wife  of.  Mr.  Dowler?  Yet  it  has  been 
proved  by  Mr.  Nichols,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  has  passed  herself 
for  a  widow,  and  afterwards  for  the  wife  of  Mr.  Dowler:  and 
that  when  asked  why  she  endeavoured  to  conceal  her  marriage? 
her  answer  was,  that  if  the  Duke  of  York  knew  it,  .he  would 
send  Mr.  DowleF  out  of  the  country.  But  while  the  honourable, 
-gentleman  is  so  busy  in  defending  one  witness*  he  does  not  for-? 
get  to  abuse  another.  Mrs.  Clarke  had  left  some  papers,  at. 
Jhimpstead,  in  the  hands  of  Mr. /Nicholls.  The  present 
charges  being  noised  abroad,  Mrs.  Clarke  wishes  to  get  ba'c£ 
the  papers,  and  sends  to. Mr,  Nicholls  to  demand  them.  Mr: 
Nicholls  refuses  them,  and  for  this  refusal  the  honourable- 
gentleman  accuses  him  of  having  acted  basely,  .-dishonestly, 
and  corruptly.  These  were  haid  words ;  and  were  Mr.  Nicholls 
in  that  House,  he-would  be  entitled  to  retort  them.  Hut  it  is 
the  object  of  the  honourable  gentleman  to  beat  down  Mn 
Nicholh,  and  to  uphold  Mis,  Clarke.  ikil  Mr.  Nicholls  .may 
defend  himself.  He  may  sa\  Mrs.  Clatke  is  my  creditor;  and 
1  am  justified  in  retaining  her  papers  until  I  am  paid  what's  lie 
justly  Is  indebted  to  me.  ^  But  it  is  not  only  Mr.  Nicholls  who'rr^ 
the  honourable  gentleman  attacks,  but  t  hose  who  brought  hini 
forward  as  a  witness.  Other  witnesses,  however>  have  deposed 
to  the  same  effect.  Is  not  Mrs.  Clarke  again  contradicted  when 
she  denies  that  she  passed  at  Reid's  Hotel,  for  Mrs.  Dowler  > 
and  here  again  is  a  mateiial  contradiction  to  be(  observed  on  the 
part  of  Mr,  Dowler,  Mr.  Dowler  says,  he  saw' Mrs.  Clarke  on 
the  Sunday  alter  his  arrival,  and  that  he  only  found  her  address 
through  the  medium  of  the  newspapers;  vet  Mrs,  Clarke  Hew  to 
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him  immediately  on  lusamval*  and  passed  a  night  with  him  at 
the  hotel  he  had  ahead y  mentioned*  rI  his  again  wa&  ajnatenaji 
coutiadtctfon  on  the  pait  of  Mi  Dowlei,  avIio  was  anxious  to 
make  the  Bouse  believe  he  was  an  unwilling  witness 

It  has  been  said  by  the  honourable  membci,  that  Major 
Tonyn?s  case  had  been  pioved  by  Captain  Sandon,  and  he 
had 'asked  how  it  happened  that  the  appointment  had  taken 
place  in  August?  W e  have  this  explained  lry  a  most  cucumspecfc 
witness,  Colonel  Gordon,  who  had  stated,  that  eaily  in  July 
the  Duke  ot  York  had  desired  him  to  make  out  a  list,  which  he 
did,  and  included  Captain  Sandon's  name, .  without  any  sug- 
gestion horn  his  Royal  Highness,  and  b}  the  same  witness  we 
weie  infoimed,  that  on  the  9th  of  August  His  Majesty's  sanc- 
tion was  obtained  Mis  Clarke  did  not  even  suggest,  that 
she  had  evei  had  any  communication  with  the  Duke  of ,  Yoik 
upon  the  subject,  but  that  she  had  only  told  him  she  was  to 
leceive  two  hundred  pound**  and  was  it  to  be  supposed,  or 
^  could  it  believed,  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  would  have  committed 
such  an  act3  As  to  the  lettei,  supposing  it  to  be  genuine, 
though  certainly  it  was  suspicious,  it  had  no  beaiing  upon  the 
question. — He  could  invent  live  bundled  cncumstances,  and  at- 
tach them  to  that  letter,  winch  would  make  it  appear  peifectly 
innocent — but  then  it  would  only  be  his  statement ,  and  could 
any  one  attempt  to  attach  acijminal  mteipretation  to  it,  when 
Mi's  Clarke,  so  great  an  actor,  could  not  tell  how  it  applied. 
As  to  Colonel  iiench's  levy,  nothing  but  what  Mis  Clarke 
said  could  attach  anything  improper  toxins  Rojal  Highness* 
rl  he  regulations  for  this  levy  underwent  the  strictest  examination, 
and  with  moie  than  ordinal y  jealousy  by  Colonel  Loiame.  He 
could  not  agree  with  those  who  said  a  piesumption  aiose,  that 
the  Duke  ot  York  knew  of  this  foul  transaction  ,  he  consideied 
such  piesumption  as  hard,  cruel,  and  unjust  But  it  had  been 
said  it  was  confirmed  b}  the  conveisation  which  had  been  heard 
by  Miss  Taylor  If  such  conveisation  had  taken  place,  it 
would  not  bear  out  the  mleience,  without  attempting  to  in- 
validate her .  testimony,  it  was  ceitainly  lemaikabie  that  she 
should  recollect  this  circumstance  of  the  conversation  and  no 
other,  paiticularly  as  she  had  never  heard  Colonel  Fiench's 
name  before,  or  had  e\ei  mentioned  it  till  thiee  weeks  befoie 
the  present  lnqmn  began.  rl  his  reflection  led  him  to  another ; 
it  had  been  said  b}  Mis.  Clarke  and  Mis  Fa  very,  that  Miss 
jot  wa^  a  great  favourite  with  the  Duke  ot  \oik,  and  that 
*he  used  to  be  admitted  to  his  dinner  paity;  now  this  might 
have  been  proved,  li  tiue,  for  M'Dowall  and  Pierson,  who 
hud  each  waited  at  table,  card  consequently  had  more  opportu- 
nity than  Mis  Faveij  to  notice  such  a  circumstance,  both 
declared  that  they  never  recollected  even  to  have  seen  Miss 
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Taylor  In  the  same  apartment  with  his  Royal  Highness  Jt 
had  beeh  a'ko'  argued  with  respect  to  the  payment  tor  plate  to 
Mr  Birkett,  that  -v hen' the  Duke  of  Yoik  gave  bills  to  the 
amount  he  did,  he  knew- there  was  a  deficiency  of  five  hundred 
pounds — he  knew  that  was  paid  by  Mrs  Clarke,  and  conse- 
quent!) that  she  must  have  paid  it  with  the  five  hundred  pounds 
deceived  on  account  of  Colonel  French's  levy  but,  he  said, 
that  connotsance  must  be  proved,  which  it  was  not ,  and  there- 
for there  was  no  evidence  against  the  Duke  of  York,  and  the 
whole  of  the  objections  wei  e  de&lro)  ed  — He  then  pioceeded  to 
Comment  on  the  contradictions  in  the  evidence  of  Mi  Dowler, 
in  denying  his  inteiview  with  Mis  Claike,  which,  he  con- 
tended, were  pai tly  for  the  puipose  of  arraigning  his  testimony. 

Having  commented  on  the  difteient  cases  which  had  been 
made  the  subject  of  mqu n  y,  the  learned  gentleman  proceeded 
to  take  a  view  of  th^  diffeient  opinions'  alieady  expiessed,  on 
the  degree  of  blame  whi£h  it  was  admitted  did,  to  £  greater  Qr 
smaller  degiee,  attach  to  the  Commaudet  in  Chief— Theie 
w-eie  gentlemen  who  thought  that  even  should  his  Royal  High- 
ness not  be  thought  to  be  implicated  in  the  cotiupt  piatlices  im- 
puted to  him,  that  an  addiess  should  be  pi  evented  to  his  Ma- 
jHtv,  stating  the  natiue  of  the  piactices  Whu  h  had  been  m- 
quiied  into,  and  pravmg  th^t  his  Ro}al  Highness  should  be  dis- 
missed horn  his  situation  of  Commandei  in  Chief  Another 
honouiable  geutieman  had  been  of  opinion  tl  at  a  lesolution 
should  be  enteied  on  their  own  Journals,  which,  without  ad- 
dicting his  Majesty,  should  have  the  effect  of  causing  his 
Ro}  al  Highness  t6  reMgn  And  another  had  been  of  opinion, 
that' the  House  should  not  allow  the  matlei  to  pass  vithout 
expressing  then  judgment  upon  it,  but  that  the"  case  did  not 
require  an)  addiess  01  lesolution 

He  begged  it  to  be  recollected,  that  from  the  year  1794,  the 
Duke  of  Yoik  had  btcn  Commander  in  Chut,  that  dunng 
that  period  the  condition  of  the  army  had  been  improved  in 
every  zespect  undei  the  auspices  of  his  Ho)al  Highn^s;  that 
except "dunng  the  period  of  his  connection  With  Mi^  Claike  m 
the}eai  1804,  no  chaige  oi  imputation  of  an>  kind  had  been 
made  agamst  him  ,  that  horn  the  time  he  sepal ated  fiom  Mis. 
Clarke,  no  vestige  of  a  chaige,  not  even  the  smallest  imputation, 
had  been  attempted  to  be  attached  to  him  1  hese  things  he  cle^ 
sued  to  be  kept  in  view  ,  and  if  it  appeared,  that  from  tne  time 
of  his  separating  horn  Mis  Clarke  to  the  piesent,  all  the  in* 
dustiv  of  the  Honourable  Movei  could  notconjUie  up  the  v'estige 
o*f  an  accusation,  he  submitted  that  that  afforded  strong 
proof  that"  theie  was  nothing  ol  the  soit  to  bung  forwaid,  not 
only  because  nothing  \vat>  proved,  but  because  nothing  was  at- 
te'mj^ted  to  be  pioved    in  these  cucumstances  then  loan  of 
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.proceeding  was  matter  of  serious  consideration,  and  it  becam 
them  to  .see  that  they  did,  not  act  more  severely  and  harshly  thaia 
the  public  cause  demanded.    Some  consideration  too,  was  due 
for  his  Majesty;  and  it  became  the  house  to  consider  well  if  the 
necessity  of  the  ca^e  was  imperative  on  them.    If  the  public 
safety  required  either  such  an  address  or  resolution  as  should 
render  it  necessary  for  his  Koyal  Highness  to  forfeit  his  jitualion 
as  Commander  In  Chief,  lie  surely  said  -  the  measure  must  be 
-resorted  to.    If  it  was  thought  that  the  army  would  be  injured 
or  disgraced  ;  if  it  was  imagined  that  th.p  safety  or  credit  of  the 
array  would  foe  endangered ;  if  a  continuance  of  the  frauds  to 
which  it  had  been  exposed  was  to  be  dreaded,  he  must  surely 
say,  that  he  should  be  or  opinion  that  such  address  or  resolution 
ought  to  pass.    But  w  hen  he  considered  the  length  of  the  inquiry 
that  had  been  going  on,  and, that  in  the  whole  course  of  it,  not 
a  single  instance  of  the  improper  grant  of  a  commission  had  oc- 
curred—that within  the  fourteen  years,  during  which  the  Duke 
jaf  York  had  been  Commander  m  Chief,  not  one  improper  ob- 
ject, on  whom  to  confer  a  commission,  had  been  biought  for- 
ward ;  no  one  instance  in  which  one  of  the  regulation*  for  the 
conduct  of  the  army,  h»d  been  relaxed;  indeed,  that  to  look 
at  the  way  in  which  the  army  had  been  officered,  it  was  only 
accessary  to  look  where  they  had  been  led ;  then  it  foUowetl 
that  the  complaint  was  not  that  improper  men — -unworthy 
officers — had  been  nominated,  but  that  among  many  worthy 
officers,'  some  of  them  had  preferences  given  them  by  Mrs. 
Clarke."  Such  a  power  she  had  no  doubt  taken  credit:  to  herself 
for  possessing,  but,  such  there  was  no  evidence  whatever  that 
she  actually  did  possess,    It  was  well  known  that  persons,  who 
had  acted  as  servants  to  Prime  Ministers  and  Secretaries  of  State, 
had  taken  money,  pretending  that  they  could  procure  pardon?; 
it  would  be  equally-just  to  condemn  the  maslerbof  such  servants 
as  guilty  of  the  sale  of  pardons,  as  to  condemn  the  Duke  of 
York  for  the  acts  of  Mrs.  Clarke.    Me  was,  therefore,  if  the  first 
resolution  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  be  agreed 
to,  for  passing  such  a  resolution  as  should  fall  short  of  making 
his  Royal  Highness  retire,  or  be  removed.    Could  any  man, 
after  this  inquiry,  believe  that  things  would  grow  worse?  Did 
any  man  believe  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  insensible  to  the 
perils  and  dangers  with  which  he  was  surrounded,  and  that  he 
"Would  not  profit  by  the  lesson  he  had  received  ?  Did  any  man 
think  he  would  not  be  sensible  of  his  acquittal,  and  of  the  re- 
proof accompanying  it?  Did  any  man  believe  that  he  would 
not  be  sensible  of  all  these  things,  and  careful  to  avoid  a  similar 

situation?  .  . 

Mr.  Whitbread  in  explanation  stated,  that  amidst  a  number 
of  misrept  esentatiorre  which  the  learned  gentleman  had  made  of 

what 
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what  fell  fiom  him,  he  should  only  allude  to  two,  one  of 
them  regarding  Mr.  Dowler,  and  the  dther  regarding  Mrs. 
Clarke.  Tlie  learned  gentleman  had  overstated  the  case, 'in 
saying  that  he  represented  Mr.'  Dowler  as  mm  peached, 
he  had  'only  said,  that  he  had  not  been  guilty  of  contradic- 
tion. With  legard  to  Mis.  Claike,  the  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman  had  "said,  that  he  had  represented  he?  as  a  witness 
entitled  to  full  credit,  and  that  he  had  taken  her  as  such  tender 
his  arm.  He  had  not  said  so.  He  had  only  stated  that'  in  Mrs. 
Clarke's  evidence  , there  was  a  scintilla  of  truth,  arid'thereToie 
that  s'he  was  not  totally  unwoithj  of  credit.  1  * 

Mr.  &ANKS  lose,  amidst  tiie  repeated  cries  of  Adjourn ! 
Adjourn  ' — He  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  nitrudeShimself 
upon  the  notice  of  the  House,  at  that  late  hour,  but<as  he  meant 
to  move  an  amendment  upon  the  original  motion,  he  was  desirous 
of  making  a  few  general  obsei  vations  upon  the  nature  and  extent 
of  that  amendment. — The  amendment,  he, said,  suggested  that 
night,  by  an  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Bathurst)  would  form  the 
basis  of  that  he  should  have  the  honour  of  submitting  foi  the 
approbation  of  the  House,  and  he  trusted  it  would  not  only 
meet  the  justice  of  the  case,  but  be  free  from  objection.  Th  the 
view,  however,  he  had  taken  of  the  subject,  though  he  ^as 
prepared  to  proceed,  if  the  House  were  disposed  to  hear  him, 
yet  he  thought  it  adviseable  to  avail  himself  of  the  few  hours 
reflection  the  adjournment  would  give  him,  and  to  c6nsult 
further  with  his  friends  upon  a  point  that  called  for  such  grave 
and  matuie  consideration  -it  was,  he  said,  his  '^intention  \o 
propose  the  abridgement  of  much' of  the  address  as  it  was  origi- 
nally moved,  and  to  add  to  it  a  paragiaph  that  should  hegatiye 
the  conclusion  of  personal  coiruption  or  criminal  pai tfci|>ahou 
or  accession  on  the  paitof  Ins  Royal  Highness.  It  was l\ alp 
his  intention  to  piopose  that  that  pavt  of  the  addiess  which 
went  to  "the  dismissal  of  his' Royal  Highness  should  be  left  out ; 
but  at  the  same  time  that  the  amendment  should  be  so  worded,  trjat 
it  should  express  the  decided  opinion  ot  the  Houses  'that  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoikat  present  could  not  continue 
to  hold  the  office  of  Commander  in  Chief.  Having  said  that/ne 
Should,  without' further  lemark,  proceed  to  move  that  the  Hoike 
do  adjourn.  *  *\ 

The  motion  was,  fhen  carried,  slnd  at  half  an  hour  pas^J^ia 
in  the  mornipg,  the  Jrlouse  adjourned. 

Friday  March  10. 

-> 

On  the  motion  of  Lord  FolK$ton£,  the  House  proceeded  In 
the  further  consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Committee,  to  in- 
vestigate the  conduct  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Commander  in 
Chief. 

X  x  3  The 
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The  oiiginal  address  of  Colonel  Wardle,  and  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  were  read  from 
the  Chair. 

Mi.  Bankes  rose.  He  said  he  was  confident  the  House  would 
grant  him  its  indulgence,  while  he  took  the  liberty  of  stating, 
what  to  him  seemed  the  bell  mode  of  pioceedtng  to  be  adopted 
on  the  piesent  occasion.  He  should  feel  concerned,  if  thiough 
his  means,  any  unnecessary  protraction  of  the  affair  should  take 
place.  But  when  he  considered  the  necessity  of  attending  to 
the  foim  in  which  their  deliberations  should  with  propriety  be 
moulded,  he  must  expiess  the  conviction  of  his  mind,  as  to  the 
necessity  of  laying  before  his  Majesty  an  uniform  address.  He 
had  no  objection  in  concuinng  with  the  resolutions  of 
the  light  honourable  gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) provided  he  agreed  to  the-  amendment  which  he 
wouhl  piopose.  in  this  discussion  he  was  anxious  for  a  full  state- 
ment at  once,  in  order  that  the  House  might  be  assured  of  what 
it  was  engaged  in.  'There  was  nothing  which  he  so  much  wish- 
ed to  obviate,  as  any  intiicacy  in  the  matter.  li is  sole  object 
was  to  amend  the  amendment,  and  substantially  to  maintain  the 
preliminary  pait  of  the  resolutions.  The  piopnety  of  discussion 
on  the  point  of 'form,  he  stated  to  be  proved  by  precedents  m 
the  years  1759  and  1783,  which  the  Speakei  was  so  kind  as  to 
Jaffbrd  him .  Founding  therefoi  e  ht>  mou\  es  on  those  precedents, 
it  was  his  intention  to  biing  the  House  to  a  dmsion  on  the 
amendment,  while  he  should  wish  to  pre^eive  the  pievious  p?tt 
of  the  original  motion.  In  that  House  he  was  confident  there 
was  no  individual  who  attended  the  pending  enquiiy  with  more 
iejvucta^.ce  than  he  did.  It  was  impossible  for  him  to  conceal  his 
^Prehensions  that  the  lesnlt  of  this  inquiry  would  be  of  more 
ftetriment  than  service.  But  as  the  House  had  so  far  gone  into 
the  case,  he  trusted  it  would  acquit  itself  with  honour.  In  pio- 
posmg  the  lesult  of  the  opinions  which  he  had  formed,  he  felt 
assured  it  would  not  disgrace  him.  As,  however,  hemostcei- 
tainly  now  entertained  no  wivh  for  the  same  piolongation  of 
debate  as  on  foimer  nights,  he  should  not  add  to  the  ample  dis- 
cussion which  had  aheady  taken  place  on  the  general  question. 
What  had  been  done  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  not  only  performed  with 
VftimguisWd  ability  and  ci editable  zeal,  but  with  considerable 
fairness.  What  he  had  said  he  believed  to  be  from  the  genuine 
impression  of  his  honouiable  mmd,  and  he  conceived  that  the 
whole  House  would  concur  with  Ifim  when  he  asseited,  that  the 
speech  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  one  of  the  ablest 
that  ever  wras  delivered  by  any1  member  in  it. 

The  evidence  applicable  to  the  main  points  of  the  case  had 
also  been  -very  ably  andpowerfuDy  uiged  by  another  honouiable 

gentleman 


(  ) 


gentleman  on  the  other  side  (Mr.  Whitbr^ad.)  Therefore  he 
felt  it  unnecessary  for  him  to  detain  the  House  by  any  analysis 
of  this  nature.  He  should  confine  himself  to  the  general  results, 
and  the  paiticular  grounds  of  the  belief  which  prod  creed'  the  pro- 
position he  was  about  to  submit. 

At  the  outset  of  this  discussion  he  could  not  help  disapproving 
of  the  docti  me,  which  seemed  to  be  held,  that  the  House  should 
shut  its  eye>  against  any  sort  of 1  defence.  For  himself  he  would 
say,  that'he  did  not  think  that  an  entire  defence  bad  or  could  be 
made  out  for  the  object  of  the  accused — bat  yet  wben  the  House 
assumed  a  judicial  character,  it  was  fair  to  let  in  any  defence  that 
might  be  offered.  His  opinions  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  House 
assuming  such  a  chaiacter  at  all  ^vVere  well  known.  His  wish  at 
all  times  was,  that  they  should  studiously  avoid  acting  in  such  a 
character.'  For  he  conkl  fairly  say,  that  whenever  they  had  done 
so,  they  had  seldom  done  themselves  honour.  In  the  case  under 
discussion,  however,  they  had  decided  differently,  and  acting  as 
j-udges,  the  accusation  and  the  defence  were  to  be  fairly  and  fully 
'weighed  from  the  evidence  before  them,  and  from  that  evidence 
the  House  most  decide. 

Upon  the  natuie  of  that  evidence  he  had  heard  many  extra- 
ordinary doctrines.  He  was  particularly  suipnsed  to  bear  'it 
seriously  laid  down,  that  because^ome  o'f  the  witnesses  had  hi 
some  instances  contradicted  themselves,  or  weiecontiathcted  by 
others,  that  it  therefore  followed  they  were -entitled  to  no  atten- 
tion whatever — that  the  House  should  not  decide  frbm  any  pait 
of  their  evidence.  What1  was  the  house  to  be  precluded*  from 
considering  and  disci  lmmating  the  parts  of  a  witness's  testimony, 
-which  was  credible,  and  the  parts  which  were  of  an  opposite 
nature ?  He  teally  thought  his  right  honourable  fuend- (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  quite  erroneous  m  his  aigument,  that 
because  ceitain  witnesses  were  exceptionable  in  some  parts  of 
their  testimony,  that  testimony  should  be  blotted  out  altogether. 
Was  that  the  rule  in  any  court  of  law  orelsewheie^  was  it  in  fact 
a  lutein  either  our  public  or  puvate  affairs  >  Did  it  follow;  or  was 
it  an  opinion  any  where  that  because  a  peison  tells  inany  false- 
hoods, that  person  tells  no  tiuthsl  No — ^.ucii  a  rifle  should?  not 
influence  the  House,  -whose  duty  it  was  to  examifre  the  whole'of 
the  evidence;,  and  to  extract  from  it  so  much  as  was  credible  and 
applicable  to  the  question  at  issue.  This  was  the  rule  of  a  court 
ot  law,  where  no  witness  was  ever  thrown  aside,  however  pre- 
varicating or  contradictory  in  some  respects,  if  in  any  respeet  'it 
bore  internal  evidence  of  credibility,  or  was  suppoited  by  cOi- 
roborating  circumstances.  Apphing  this  principle  to  the 'ex- 
amination of  the  evidence  before  the  House,  every  gentleman 
imist  be  enabled  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  degree  of  credit 
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due  to  each,  and  how  that  credit  should  operate  up  cn  his  judg 
merit. 

With  regard  to  the  witnesses  to  whom  his  right  honourable 
fiiend  would  apply  his  iule  of  exclusion,  he  was  free  to  confess, 
that  the  piincipal  (Mis.  Clarke)  did  appear  to  him  to  have  very 
little  regard  for  truth.  In  /act,  he  hardly  ever  saw  a  person  to 
whom  truth  and  falsehood  were  so  indite  en t  (a  cry  of  hear, 
hear,  from  the  Treasury  Bench-) — but  yet,  were  not  many  ma- 
terial parts  of  this  woman's  evidence  corroborated  by  other  and 
indisputable  testimony  >  What  was  to  be  thought  of  the  ciocu- 
ments  so  unexpectedly  found  ;  of  the  note,  he  would  not  say  so 
miraculously,  as  applied  to  such  a  thing,  but  ceitainly,  in  so 
extraordinary  a  manner  >  After  such  discoveries  and  collabora- 
tions, did  it  follow  from  Mis.  Clarke's  contradictions  of  herself, 
or  her  contradictions  byotheis,  that  there  was  not  a  woid  of 
truth  in  her  evidence  >  There  were  then  four  principal  points  in 
which  he  thought  this  witness's  testimony  incontrover.trbly  esta- 
blished, and  the  iirsc  was  by  the  evidence  of  Miss  Taylor. 
1fhe  attempts  made  to  invalidate  this  girl's  testimony,  were,  he 
must  confess,  not  at'aQ  convincing  to  his  mind.  As  to  the  chief 
ground  of  impeachment,  namely,  her  connection  with  this 
woman,,  was  so  naturally  accounted  for  by  her  relationship,  that 
it  was  entitled  to  no  weight  whatever.  There  were  some  points 
on  which  her  refusal  to  answer,  or  her  e\asion,  might  appear  to 
excuse  some  question  as  to  her  ciedit,  but  it  coukl  not  be  said 
to  Invalidate  her  testimony.  Indeed,  theie  was  an  internal  evi- 
dence in  the  thing  itself  to  which  this  witness's  evidence  applied, 
which  rendered  it  irresistibly  strong.  After  repeating  the  words 
mentioned  by  this  witness,  and  reflecting  upon  their  character, 
particularly  fiom  comparison  with  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  own  let- 
ter, would"  not  any  man  feel  it  difficult  not  to  believe  that  tiie 
conversation  refei  red  to  did  actually  take  place.  Fiom  this  loose 
conversation  indeed,  it  was  fairly  to  be  mfened,  as  hi&  right 
honoui able  friend  near  him  (Mr.  B.  Bathurst)  had  stated,  that 
the  Dukenmst  have  entertamed  a  suspicion  of  Mrs.  Clarke's 
improper  meddling  in  military  transactions.  But  he  would  go 
farther  than  his  right  honourable  friend,  and  say,  that  it  war- 
ranted a  belief  that  there  was  between  the  Duke  of  York  and 
Mrs.  Clarke  a  constant  unreserved  intercourse  and  communica- 
tion upon  military  {subjects.  It  was  asked,  how  it  happened, 
that  this  was  the  solrtary  remark  Miss  Taylor  heard  the  Duke 
of  York  ever  make  to  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  military  matters  >  and 
this  question  was  emphatically  put  by  persons  disposed 
to  discredit  this  witness.  Indeed,  they  seemed  to  argue 
that  such  a  circumstance  tended  to  produce  that  effect.  iKow 
in  his  judgment  it  must  have  directly  opposite  bearing.  It  is 
said,  or  at  teast  insinuated,  that  Miss  Taylor,  as  the  confidant 
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of  Mis.  Claike,  came  before  the  Committee  as"  the  member  of  a 
conspiracy — that  of  couise  she  could  not  be  much  under  the 
TCstiaint  of  truth.  But  if  that  were  really  the  case,  that  sl-e 
was  capable  of  saying  any  thing,  is  it  not  probable  that  othtr 
words*  would  have  been  put  in  her  mouth  >  Theie  weie  frequent 
opportunities  \i\  the  case  of  Tonight  and  Biooke's  exchange;  it 
would  hare  been  of  gieat  importance  to  a  conspiracy  to  have 
had  Miss  Taj  lor  state  at  once,  that  she  was  present  when  Mrs, 
Claike  received  the  two  hundred  pounds  horn  Knight,  and 
upon  the  night  before  the  Duke  of  Y oik  went  to  Weymouth, 
*>he  gave  it,  m  his  presence,  to  a  seivant,  to  get  it  exchanged, 
after  telling  his  Royal  Highness  how  she  obtained  it  Upon 
such  an  occasion  "as  this,  had  MKssTavlor  been  a  person  of  no 
veiacjty,  her  \evidence  would  iiave  been  valuable.  Indeed,  it 
would  have  been  a  clumsy  contrivance  to  produce  so  many  wit- 
nesses about  sending  a  note  through  town  to  be  exchanged,  when 
the  object  could  have  been  at  once  -settled  by  Miss  ri  ayloi's 
evidence,  had  she  been  of  the  accommodating  charactei  which 
some  gentlemen  would  impute.  And  here  he  would  ask  any 
membei  of  that  House,  01  any  man  of  common  sense  out  of 
it,  whether,  if  this  storj  about  the  exchange  of  the  note  had 
been  j  call}  dt'dbi  ication,  some  such  duectevidence  as  Lehadmen* 
ttoned  would  not  have  been  adduced  to  support  it. 

Now,  as  to  this  mysterious  note,  he  would  obseive,  in  the 
ihst  instance,  that  this  note  seemed  to  him  the  most  unsat'fs- 
factoiy  thing  foi  any  purpose  that  could  be  imagined.  With 
jegaid  to  the  similarity  of  handwriting,  that  was  so  difficult 
to  be  ascertained,  as  appeared  fiom  the  evidence — as  must  be 
known  from  eveiy  man's  experience,  that  he  should  not  dwell 
upon  that  point.  But  theie  was  a  substantive  internal  evi- 
dence connected  with  tins  note,  that  excluded  the  suspicion  of 
forgery.  Jt  was  written,  it  is  stated,  with  a  view  to  impose 
upon  Tonyn.  But  if  that  was  really  the  case,  was  that  the  soit 
of  note  likely  to  be  sent?  Here  was  a  woman  of  no  principle, 
and  capable  of  forgery.  If  she  w'bhed  to  forge  a  note  for  the 
purpose  of  imposing  on  Tonyn — of  inducing  him  to  suspend 
his  intention  of  withdrawing  some  money,  by  impiessing  upon 
his  mind  that  she  had  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York,  what 
was  the  kind  of  note  she  was  likely  to  have  written,  in  order 
to  produce  that  effect ?  Why,  something  of  this  nature — <(  ff 
you  please,  Tonjn's  piomotians  shall  cease;"  and  what  should 
pi  event  hei  from  siiDsciibjng  the  Duke's  name,  particularly 
when  the  note  wras  to  be  shewn  to  a  man  who  did  not  probably 
eye?  see  his  Royal  Highness  write — But  would  she  not,  if  she; 
had  been  inclined  to  commit  a  foigeiy,  have  signed  the  name 
of  Frederick,  of  York,  of  Albany,  as  Towne,  one  of  the 
witnesses  called  to  prove  that  she  was  in  the  habit  of  foigmg. 
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fmci  said*  What  Towne  said,  therefore,  with  respect  to  her 
forging,  did  not  operate  on  his  mind  in  the  least.  The  mys- 
terious note,  however,  was  taken  by  Sandon,  (who,  however 
-objectionable  in  other  i^pects,  was  not  to  jbe  discredited  on 
this  point)  to  Captain  Tonyn,  and  it  had  the  effect,  it  appears, 
of  dissuading  that  officer  fiom  withdrawing  his  money,  which 
money  Mis.  Clarke  afterwards  receiv.ed  upon  his  pi  amotion — 
that  this  promotion  had  gone  on  in  the  most  regular  way  was 
no  doubt  in  proof  befoie  the  House.  But  it  was  not,  therefore, 
clear,  that  the  Duke  of  York  did  not  derive  any  pecuniary  ad- 
vantage upon  such  promotion.  Although  it  miglit  not  indeed 
be  a^i  operative  motive  on  the  Duke's  mmd  in  the  grant  of  pro- 
motions, there  was  nothing  in  the  evidence  tc*  negative  the  idea 
that  he  .had  a  knowledge  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  leceiving  a  compli- 
ment upon  the,  grant  of  particular  promotions,-+*On  the  con- 
trary, there  was  much  that  served  to  cast  doubt  and  hesitation, 
particularly  with  regard  to  French's  levy,  the  circumstances  of 
suspicion  connected  with  which  were  mesistibiy  strong,  al- 
though they  did  not  involve  any  thing  to  sustain  the  charge  of 
personal  corruption  or  participation  of  profit  on  the  pait  of  the 
erson  accused.  Jn  fact,  there  were  some  parts  of  the  case 
efore  the, House,  from  which  it  was  impossible  not  to  suspect * 
that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  had,  at  least,  some  geneial  knowledge 
,of  the  conduct  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  This  was  too  manifest,  from- 
his  own  letters,  to  be  successfully  denied  for  a  moment. 

His  right  honourable  friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) had  no  doubt  evinced  a  gieat  deal  of  ingenuity  in  his- 
-endeavour  to  prove  that  the  Duke's  allusion  to  Geneial  Clavciing 
was  nothing  more  than  a  meie  ieply  to  inquiry  upon  a  military 
subject,  winch  the  Duke  might  have  given  to  any  person  in 
Charing  Cross,  without  feeling  01  exciting  any  suspicion  of  an 
improper  nature,  as  well  as  to  this  woman,  lm  connection  with 
whom  had  proved  so  unfortunate  for  his  character,  and  so  se- 
riously discreditable  to  him  in  publiG  opinion.  But  could  this 
exertion  of  ingenuity  have  effect  upon  the  judgment  of  any  im- 
pajtiaj  man  who  read  the  whole  of  the  letters  alluded  to?  Then 
as  to  the  letter  leferrmg  to  O'Meara;  did  not  this  serve  to  prove 
the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke?  What  indeed  could  have  originally 
induced  this  foolish  ambitious  man,  who  was  so  uneasy  to 
preach  before  Royalty,  to  take  his  testimonials  to  such  a  woman, 
but  the  notoiiety  of  tfiat  influence?  Was  there  a  man  who  could- 
doubt  the,  influence  after  thertading  ot  these  letters?  'Could 
hits,  right  honourable  friend  himself  (considering  probabilities} 
suppose  fiom  the  natine  of  the,  connection  subsisting  between- 
ihe£)uke  of  York  ,  and  Mis.  Clarke — fiom  the  description  of 
feeling  which  the^e  letters  betrayed,  that  an y?  subject  which 
niaieaatly  engaged  the  mind  of  his  Royal  Highness  was  likely 
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to  concealed  fiom  that  woman  >  It  was  just  as  possible  to 
believe  such  a  thing  as  that  hrs  Royal  Highness  upon  crossing 
the  street,  or  going  fiom  the  Horse  Guaids  to  Gloucester-place, 
totally  lost  sight  of  that  business  which  must  have  so*  much  oc-* 
cupieel  his  attention,  No  doubt  the  learned  gentleman  who 
made  a  statement  to  the  House  that  the  Duke  of  York  never 
had  any  communication  with  Mrs.' Clarke  upon  military  Sub- 
jects, stated  only  what  he  believed  to  be  true,  and  only  what 
the  Duke  of  York  himself  might  have  believed  also,  consider- 
in'g  the  fallibility  -of  human  memory.  But  it  was  against  the 
reasonable  presumptions  of  probability,  against  the  gei  r  XI 
conceptions  of  human  nature — agakist  obvious  inferences  from 
evidence  of  the  allegations  of  unquestionable  documents,  to 
believe  that  such  communications  did  not  frequently  and  unre- 
servedly-take  place.  ( 

Having  stated  the  prominent  points  in  the  evidence  which 
he  deemed  material  for  the  consideration  ot  the  House,  upoa, 
the  decision  to  which  he  wished  it  to  come,  he  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  add,  that  he  saw  nothing,  acting  judicially,  which 
would  warrant  the  House  in  taking  any  farther  criminal  pro- 
ceeding, because  no  personal  corruption  appeared  to  attach  to 
the  accused.  The  assurance  of  this  fact  must  be  a  source  of 
peculiar  comfoit  to  the  parental  feelings  of  the  Sovereign  to 
know,  the  charge  having  been  made  that  it  proved  to  be  m> 
founded,  and  that  assmance  would  form  a  pait  of  his  address. 
But  with  that  he  meant  to  connect  some  points  upon  which  he 
thought  it  absolutely  impossible  to  give  a  negative,  notwith- 
standing the  ingenious  display  of  m\nght  honourable  friend. 

Heie  the  honouiable  gentleman  enteied  into  an  examination 
of,  the  letters  found  in  the  custody  of  Captain  Sandon,  and 
which  Mrs.  Claike  never  could  have  expected  to  see  pioduced 
upon  any  occasion;  she  in  one  or  two  of  them  lequested  that 
they  might  be  burned.  From  one  of  these  letters  he  obseived, 
that  a  very  extraordinary  infeience  was  attempted  to  be  drawn. 
He  alluded  to  the  letter  m  which  Sandon  is  requested  not  to 
enter  her  box  -at  the  play,  not  however  because  the  Duke  was 
to  be  there,  no,  but  because  he  was  to  be  accompanied  by 
Greenwood,  who  might  speak  ill  of  Sandon  Fiom  this  letter 
an  infeience  was  attempted,  most  singularly  indeed,  that  Mrs, 
Clarke  was  anxious  to  conceal  her  military  tiansactions  fiom  the 
Duke  of  Yoik.  But  what  was  the  fact,  that  she,  as  it  ap- 
peared in  evidence,  nevei  desired  to  conceal  Sandon  from  the 
Duke,  but  from  Greenwood,  between  whom  and  Mrs.  Clarke 
a  strongs  jealousy  existed,  as  welt  as  there  did  between  that 
woman  and  Gordon.  To  this  jealousy  it  was  owing  that  cautiou 
was  employed — that  measures  were  always  taken  that  any  ap- 
plication foi  piomot'on  by  Mrs,  Clarke  should  go  in  the  regular 

way 
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**uy  •  thaUoflic'ral  forms  should  be  attended  to,  in  t>rder 
bjmd  Gt^qy^nd  Gieenwood,  and  to  aveU  the  consequences 
of  therV  jealoii^} . 

ThtTe  4\;^'^<^tj^r  point  in  the  case  disclosed  to  the  Hoifce, 
whjcJbJ^^s  ^pu^' '  to  see  <3cuUlemeii  so-  anxious  to  oveifook, 
Hnd  sepaia£e  5fioiu-the  main  question.  But  there  wa?>  no  qties- 
tjon^  in.btSf  mind,  of  more  impoitance.  That  House  was  the 
guafdiant>Mhe  hbert>  and  propeit)  of  the  people;  butatwas 
the,  guatdwn  of  something  moie,  he  meant  public  moraht)  — 
and  ijt  should  take  caief  it  dbchaiged  the  rmpoilaijt  duty  winch 
belonged  to  it  in  |Ins  revpect.  If  it  k'ept  that  duty  at  all  in 
view,  evejj.in  (he  piesent  low  state  of  morals,  how  was  it  pos- 
sible to  oyeilook  the  immoral  connection-' which  w*as  coupled 
With  those  tiausActions ;  to  let  that  winch  had  gi\ en  so  much 
Ot/cnce  to  all  good  men;  which  had  piodiued  so  much  public 
scandal,  <m  ape  without  reptehension  01  example  >  Such  con- 
duct'm  juch  a  quaiter  could  not,  consistent!)  with  its  own 
Konoui,  he  passed  lightly  ovei  b)  that  House.  He  ti usled  it 
would  not.  lie  felt  that  it  ought  not,  and  theiefore  he  had  in- 
tiodiiced  a  censine  upon  it,  into  the  address  he  had  to  present. 
IJnder  all  the  ctu  umstance^,  he  was  deCidedl)  of  opinion, 
that  that'  House  would  not  do  its  duty  to  the  tontntn,  to  iU 
Sovereign,  01  to  itself,  if  it  did  not  communicate  its  sentiments 
to  his  Majesty,  that  alter  what  had  been  \hsclosed,  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  could  not  an\  longei,  at  this  tune,  lemam  an  iiaeiul 
sen  ant  of  ttie  public  (a  loud  cry  of  hear,  hear 

The  add' ess  piopo^ed  by  Ins  light  honourable  friend,  he 
sebseived,  v. as  a  mere  exttaitfioma  letter,  iccenth  presented 
to  that  Hou,se,  in  a  very  extiaordinai),  and,  m  his  nundr.  hi 
a \very  exceptionable  manner.  Jt  was  the  custom  to  say,  that' 
the  address  ot'  the  House  to  any  bpeech  from  the  Throne,  was 
generally  the  echo  of  the  speech,  btit  he  nevei  could , suppose 
it  possible"  to  be  said,  that  the  address  ot  that  House  should  bo 
the  qcho'of  a  letter  (loud  cries  of  hear,  hear/).  JiUhis  case, 
hdwevei,  it  might  be  said  with  justice',  and  henevjei  couhL  per- 
suade himself  to  subscube  to  such  an  echo.  He  hoped,  the 
J  louse  \voijki  manifest  an  equal  imwrfli»jgne&s  to  do  so*  ,  It  the 
Ifouse  cQuld  not  only  endure  to  iecet\e  a  letter,  whkh  was  it- 
self <m  Lnhihgemeiit  oh  its  privileges,  but  could  submit  to  send 
an  Address  to  his  Majesty,  m  obedience  to [that  lettei,  it  miut 
jbe  contented  to  sink  m  its  own  estimation  and  that  of  the 
.eyUntiy.  Let  the  pioceedmgs  of  the  yflouse  be  guided  by 
. propei  motiCes,  and  spring  bom  a  pure  source,  and  the  coun- 
ti^'wmild  do  justice  to  its  conduct,  while  it  must  letain  its 'own 
good  opinion.  Diifenng  so  decidedly  a*»  he  ckd  lrom  lus  nght 
frftnouiable  ft  rend,  in- the  conclusions  to  which  hi*  mind,  had 
come  upon  the  evidence,  he  could  admit  nolhmg  more  than 

x  that 
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iat  it  was  barely  possible  his  right  honourable  friend  might  be 
right  But  that  he  was  not  so,  that  House  would,  lie  hoped 
and  trusted,  for  its  own  ci  edit  and  character/  prove  by  the  de- 
cision it  pronounced  upon  this  incfpoitant  question. 

The  honourable  gentleman  concluded  by  declaring,  that  in 
his  opinion  the  whole  of  the  circumstances  had  not  been  fal- 
sified, and  that  the  conclusion  which  he  had  drawn  in  his  own 
mind  was  not  erroneous.  He  then  moved  the  Address  to  the* 
following  effect —  '  * 

"  That  infoimation  had  been  laid  hefore  the  House,  with  re- 
spect to  certain  abuses  and  coriuptions  which  were  alledged  to 
be  prevalent  in  the  disposal  and  purchase  of  commissions  and 
promotions  in  his  Majesty's  land  forces.  That  the  House  had  ac- 
cordingly instituted  the  most  diligent  examination  into  the- 
grounds  of  such  charges;  and  that^hey  felt  the  deepest  concern 
that  the  result  of  that  inquiry  was  such  as  to  convince  them  that 
such  couuptions  and  abuses  had  pievailed.  That  they  had>  at 
the  same  time,  great  satisfaction  in  being  enabled  to  declare 
that  there  appeared  to  them  to  be  no  ground  for  charging  the 
■Commander  in  Chief  with  personal  corruption ;  but  while  they 
were  glad  to  do  justice  to  his  Ro)al  Highness,  and  to  ac- 
knowledge the  good  consequences  that  had  resulted  to  the  army 
fiom  the  regulations  he  had  introduced,  and  the  improvement* 
Jie  had  adopted  in  advancing  their  discipline  and  conduct,  still 
they  telt  themselves  obliged  to  express  their  opinion,  that  such 
abuses  could  not  have  prevailed,  to  the  extent  they  Jiad  done, 
without  exciting  at  least  the'suspicion  of  the  Commander  iu 
Chief;  and  that  if  such  abuses  had  existed  without  the  know- 
ledge  of  his  Ro)  al  Highness,  that  House  iiad  great  reason  to 
doubt  whether  the  Chief  Command  of  his  Majesty's^  forces 
could  with  propriety,  or  ought  with  prudence,  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  Duke  of  York.  That  the  House  had  discovered, 
with  the  deepest  concern,  that  a  connection  had  subsisted, 
fraught  with  injurious  consequences  to*  the  cause  of  religion,  and 
moral?,  and  of  a  c haracter  the  most  opposite  in  its  nature  to  the 
bright  example  of  morality  given,  throughout  a  long  reign,  by 
rhis  Majesty  to  his  people." 

Air,  Yorkr  said>  that  he  felt  the  greatest  confidence  that  the 
House  would  come  to  a  conscientious  decision  on  this  subject, 
which  was  one  of  the  most  important  that  had  fallen  under  the 
cognizance  of  Parliament  within  his  memory.  There  weie 
many  members,  who,  in  their  capacity  of  magistrates,  must 
have  acquired  a  very  competent  knowledge  of  the  principles  of 
the  law  of  evidence,  ancl  it  was  upon  these  principles  only 
th.vt  they  could  decide  rejecting  the  ci  edibility  of  the  evidence 
they  had  heard  at  their  bar.  i\d\ertuw  to  a  remark  ,trorrt  the 
honourable  Gentleman  in  whom  this  discussion  origiriatecl,  he 
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declared  his  persuasion,  that  although  that  House  was,  th$ 
virtual  r«*pr*^sei^lati ve  of  the  people,  and  ought  not  to  act  with- 
out a  reference  to  popular  feeling;  yet  that  they  would  6ns  no 
Occasion  •saCnHce  tbeir  judgment  to  popular  clamour.  He  felt 
confident,  therefore,  that  the  Ultimate  decibion  of  the  Souse 
XvoulU  be' satisfactory  to\tbe  public., 

There  were  two  Questions  before  the  House.  .  The  first  was, 
Whether  his  Royal  Highness  ,the  Duke  of  York  was  implicate^ 

these  transactions' of  personal  corruption  01  couupt  coiini- 
■yafccc\  ,'  A  question  would  arise  upon  this,  as  to  what  the  pro- 
ceedings of  tlie  House  should  be.  The  second  question  was, 
whether,  ev^n  Hi  the  supposition  of  his.  Royal  Highness  .being 
acquitted  of  corruption  or  criminal  participarion/HhereAvas "not 
ssuwicretit  evidence  befoi e  the  committee  that  his  (OiidycthacJ 
been  mcpirect,  and  was  thereto! e  liable  lo  censuie.  1  hese  two 
questions^  injns  opinion,  emliaeed  the  whole  ot  the'pioceedr 
iug*  before  the  House.  The  addiess  moved  by  the  honourable 
geritleman  (Sir. '  Wardte)  related  to  the  ihbt  question!  the 
amendment,  proposed  by  his  right  honourable  friend  to  the 
Second.  Although' he  entirely  differed  in  opinion  frorn  his"  right 
h6itourable  "friend'  who  had  just  sat  down,  he  ^as  far  'tram 
ascribing  to  hivn  any  purposed  contrh  ance  to  render"  difficult 
the .Cdurse  whicli  the  House  had  to  adopt.  He  could  not,,  how- 
ever, help'"  being  surprised  to  hear  his  right  honourable  trieud 
&ay,  that  the  course  winch  he  had  advised  was  calculated  to 
avoid  intricacy.  The;direct  icverse  was  the  case.  Jii&  right 
honourable  friend,  m  the  address  which  he  had  pijoposed^,  ad-? 
initfed  in' substance  the  fiibt  iesolution  of  the' light  honourable 
gentleman]  near  hm^  namely,  that  it 'was  'proper  (lie  House 
should  cope  to  a]  decision  on  the  question ;  but  his  light  ho* 
jiotirable*  friend  cqfikl  not,  it  seemed,  agree  to  the  £ecohcl  re- 
•solqtibn  off  the  right  honoiu  able  gentleman,  because T hcr£  was 
^'.senterfce  in  the  latter  pari  of  It  to  whicli  he  ohjecte^.JNV^oulcl 
'not  'trie  mqst  pfaTn  and  obwoiis'cbiute  have  been  f^r  jus  rigjii 
holtou^able  friend)  when  that  resolution  was,  put,Ta  piofjqse 
to  the  HduTe  ah  amendment,  comprising  bib  view  of  the  sub- 
ject r' Such  a  step  would  "have  been  simple,  and  would  have 
:a voided  alt  that  contusion  winch  nju  4  result  from  the  change  iii 
f  he  form  8f  the  Question  before  t,he  House;  in' the  fyst,  instance* 
irom  an  address  to  resolutions,  and  now'from  resolutions^  ar* 
address:"** 1  '  "         '         .      ,  ' 

He  requested4  the  indulgence  of  the  House/  while  he  briefly 
adver^ecj  to  the  evidence  they  had,  heard  aj;  then;  bar,  !lt  ap- 
peared froln*  this,  that  Mis.  Claike  had,  lived  with  the  Duke  of 
^Yofk  for  about  two* years  and  a  half,  and  it  was  made  a  charge 
|ajja?nst  *hls  Royal  Highness,  thai  during  that  time  she,  by,he> 
Vgdats  5ha<i  "engaged  in  an  extended  systeni  of  corrlrotiQU;re- 


Towards  the  middle  Or  end  of  1800',  his  lio)  al  Highness  found 
reason  to  part  with  this  woman,  and  it  was  deeply  to  be  regretted 
that  he  had  not  come  to  Urns  resolution  much  sooner.  Thebe, 
corrupt  transactions  must  therefore  have  occurred  in  the  interval 
between  the  beginning  of  1804  and  the  period,  that  she  was 
cftscaidedl  -  It  appealed  also  from  the  evidence,  that  his 
lioyai  Highness  had  a  great  affection  for  this  unfortunate 
Woman,  and  that  he  placed  unlimited  confidence  m  her.  The 
testimony  of  this  v>oman  was  the  chief  support  of  the  different 
charges  that  were  prefeired  Now,  for  himself,  he  would  say, 
that  he  would  give  no  credit  whatever  to  ,  the,  testimony  of 
Mrs.  Clarke,  as  affecting  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  except  as  here  it 
was  corroborated  by  others.  She  had  the  siiongest 'motives  for 
endeavouring  to  destroy  the  character  of  the  I>uke.  Wounded 
pride- — the  fallen-  and  embatrassed  state  in  which  she  was- - 
revenge,  and  that  fixed  hatred  which,  when  it  once  takes' root  in 
a  female  breast,  is  hardly  to  be  satiated,  urged  her  on  and  pro- 
duced those  various  contradictions  in  her  evidence,  which 
stripped  it  of  all  credit.  It  was  not  possible,  that  any  man, 
who  was  not  unaccountably  prejudiced  by  something  extra- 
ordinary in  the  manner  or  habits  of  that  woman,  wduld  be- 
lieve what  she  said,  if  it  was  uncorroborated  by  other  testi- 
mony. 

He  felt  it  unnecessary  to  go  over  the  whole  evidence,  or  to 
remark  upon  the  charactei  of  the  several  persons  who  hid  ap- 
peared at  th>nr  Bar,  as  it  had  already  undergone  such  ample 
consideiation.  Theiewas  one  circumstance,  however,  relative 
to  Mrs.  Ciarke,  which  had  not  been  adverted  to,  but  which  ap- 
peared to  haye  made  some  impression  upon  the  country,  injuri- 


thought  that  she  had  been  seduced  from  the  arms  ot  \her  hus- 
band, debauched,  and  abandoned  ;  this,  however,  was  not  the 
fact,  it  was  wholly  an  exaggeration.  In  the  couise  of  Mrs. 
Clarke's  evidence  she  had  said,  that  she  had  been  intimately- 
acquainted  with  a  Mr.  Ogilvie,  an  army  agent,  before  she  was 
acquainted  with  the  Duke  of  York,  or  at  least  before  she  went 
to  reside  in  Gloucester  Place.  Fievious  to  that  time  she  had 
been  examined  before  the  Commissioners,  relative  to  Mr.  Ogilvie's 
bankiuptcy,  and  had  been  asked  during  the  examination,  whe- 
ther she  lived  with  Mr,  Ogdvie?  To  which  she  answered,  that  he 
had  Jived  with  her. 

In  this  school,  a  woman  of  her  talents  could  not  but  have 
made  great  proficiency  in  that  science,  which  she  so  dexteiously 
and  successfully  practised  while  under  the  piotection  of  his 
Royal  Highness.  a  According  to  her  account,'  it  was  not  until 
some  time  after  the  establishment  at  Gloucester  Place  was  set 


ous  to  tbe  character 
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up,  Vfhen  she  discovered  that  the  allowance  was  no|  sufficient  to 
maintain  it,  that  she  felt  herself  under  the  necessity  o^akiog, 
up  this  system.  But  let  gentlemen  examine  the  minutes,  and 
tfcere  they  wpuld  find  it  in  evidence  that  the  proposal  for.French^s 
levy  was  made  on  the  1st  of  February  1804,  before  the  esta-i 
blishment  at  Gloucester  J?lace  was  set  up,  or  just  as  it  had  com- 
menced. In  fact,  she  began  to  put  her  knowledge  in  practice^ 
before,  Iry  her  awn  account,  she  became  in  the  least  embar- 
rassed, was  he  not  justified  in  saying  that  this  woman  came 
out  of  Mr.  Ogitvie's  hands  well  acquainted  with  all  the  mysteries 
of  military  services?  The  application  from  Sandon  and  French 
must  have  been  before  she  went  to  reside  in  Gloucester  Place. 
Would  any  one  believe  what  she  .said  respecting  her  distresses 
having  arisen  some  months  after  she  had  come  to  Gloucester 
Place?  It  was  proved,  by  her  connection  with  Sandon  and 
Trench,  that  the  story  of  her  distress  was  invented  to  bolster  up 
that  fact. 

The  honourable  gentleman  who  List  spoke,  had  *aid,  that 
there  were  circumstances  of  very  strong  suspicion  in  the  ca&e  of 
French's  levy ;  but  that  suspicion  was  m  general  excited  by  the 
testimony  of  Miss  Taylor,  and  the  disposition  in  that  House  to 
credit  that  testimony;  he  however  confessed  that  he  had  very 
g\  eat  d  jubts  upon  his  mind  whether  any  credit  was  due  even  to 
Lei  That  pint  of  her  evidence  with  respect  to  her  knowledge 
of  Mrs.  Favery,  dfd  appear  to  him  a  little  extraordinary.  She 
admitted  that  she  knew  Mis.  Fa  very,  but  that  she  never  recoil ' 
iected  whether  she  eserwcnt  by  the  name  of  Farquhar.  It  was 
impossible  she  could  have  forgotten  such  a  circumstance;  or,  if 
she  had,  how  were  they  to  reconcile  it  with  her  tenaciousness  of 
memory  in  recollecting, % erbati?n  almo>t,  aconversation  which  had 
taken  place  so  many  years  before,  when  this  strong  circumstance 
in  her  evjdence  was  coupled  with  the  fact  of  her,bemg  an  old  and 
intimate  friend  of  such  an  abandoned  woman  as  Mrs  Clarke?  lie 
confidently  put  it  to  the  House  whether,  as  to  the  issue  of  this 
conversation  havmg  or  haung  not  occurred,  they  could  find  the 
Duke  guilty  either  of  personal  conuption  or  criminal  connivance 
upon  such  evidence.  He  at  the  same  time  admitted  the  great 
probability  of  the  Duke  having  occasionally  conversed  with  this! 
woman  on  military  matteis.  She  had  e\  idently  a  great  shaie'of 
h*s  confitk^cey  and  it  was  natural  to  suppose  that  m  a  connection! 

so  tedder  a  natuie,  the  Duke  might  have,  in  the  most  mno*. 
cent  manner,  leferred  to  military  business  that  at  any  patticular 
time  much  engiossed  his  thoughts.  It  appeared  that  hew  as 
pleased  with  the  manner  with  whichColonel  French's  levy  went 
on,  and  it  was  thcietoie  not  unlikely  that  in  a  momentary  effu- 
sion he  had  expressed  himself  indignantly  against  French,  and* 
th&t  it  was  at  this  length  of  time  so  coloured  as  to  bear  npo.u  ^ 
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charge  of  corruption.  Miss  Ta>  lor  might,  pethaps,  beincaps* 
bleof  submitting  to  be  instiumental  to  tins,  but  it  was  still  t<&be 
recollected  that  she  was1  in  long  arid  close  intimacy ^withMrso? 
Clarke,  and  that  Mrs.  Clarke,  had  served  her.  As  for  Mrs. 
Claike,  he  believed  her  - capable  not  only  of  applying  falsely 
such  a  conversation,  but  of  engrafting  it  upon  the  false  fouoda? 
tion  of  a  malicious  charge.  But  taking  the  words  as  .deposed  to 
by  Miss  Taylor,  still  they  did  not  warrant  the  construction  thnt 
the  Duke  of  Yoik  had  any  peisonal  knowledge  of  the  criminal 
transactions  passing  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Colonel  French; 
but  not  only  would  he  say  corruption,  but  he  deniejdLthat  there 
was  any  ground  for  concluding  the  Duke  of  York  guilty  of  cri* 
mmal  connivance,  for  who  would  take  upon  him  to,sa>»  that  it 
had  been  pioved  that  the  Duke  of  York  knew  of  Mis  Claike's 
receiving  money  from  Colonel  French,  lor  theiaising  this  Jevy, 
though  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  a  woman  of  her  abandon* 
ed  nature  would  not  hesitate  to  chaige  the  Duke  as  a  participa- 
tor in  her  own  guilt ;  like  another  harpy  she/would  fly  to  the! 
feast  to  taint  and  -to  destioy.  "  Atrox  et  dira  %,olat  uwjuibus 
raptvra  Catena"  It  was  not  possible  to  say  what  she  would 
not  attempt,  to  do;  but  the  House  would  know  well  to  what 
limit  they  would  believe  her.  The  charge  on  Colonel  FrenclA 
levy  had  been  ah  eady  so  ably  handled,  that  he  should  not  trouble 
the  House  with  a  repetition  of  the  arguments  which  had  already 
been  so  ably  put. 

With  respect  to  Tonyn's  case,  the  only  circumstance  that 
connected  it  with  the  Duke  of  Yoik  was  the  note  which  had 


the  face  of  it,  whether  that  note  was  wntten  by  his  Royal  High- 
ness or  not.  So  much  doubt,  indeed,  had  he  about  it,  that*h£ 
could  not  reconcile  his  mind -to  believe  that  it  was,  and  that  ijfc 
related,  as  chaiged,  to  a  ciimma-I  transaction.  He  rather  be- 
lieved that  it  had  been  forged  by  Mia.  C. for  the  piuposeof  dc~ 
fiaudmg  Ton}n,  through  the  medium, of  \iev  agent  Sandoit. 
No  one  who  coimdeiedthe  abandoned  character  oi  thh  woman 
could  hesitate  to  believe  thatshe  did  not  seize  on  e\er)  thing  withijx 
hei  reach,  With  the  rapacity  of  a  hai  py.  -  v  - 

Many  gentlemen,  well  acquainted  with  vanous  hands,  whose 
business  it  was  to  detect  foi  genes,  and  m -winch  they  shewed 
themselves  veryckve»,  had  d  Hints  as  to  the  note  being  the 
hand-writing  of  the  Duke,  Indeed,  -any  member,  who  took  the 
trouble  of  caiefulh  examining  Mr*  Clarke's  letteis,  would  pei-< 
ceive,  that  the)  contained  a  ba^is  loi  a  facility  of  imitating  the 
Duke's  hand  ;  and  theie  were  two,  short  notes  of  his  lie}  al  High- 
ness, m  particular,  which  she  might  make  use  of  as>  autogiaphs  to 
counterleit  the  Duke's  wilting.  Bat  supposing  it  vas  wntten  by 
the  Duke,  might  it  not  have  related  to  some  other  Tcnyn,  or  ffc 
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some  ..circumstance-  respecting  *thk  same  Ton}  iv  other  than  "his 
promotion.?  It  was  impossible  fo  give  up  any*  person  'to  censure 
and  punishment  on  Biich  evidence. ' ' '    .  ! 

€)n  Carter/s  case  he  would  say  but  little,  as  any  imputation 
against  his'  Royal  Highness  on  the  subject  of  his  promotion 
Seemed  to 'be1  'given  up"  by  all  sides  of  the  House.  There  was 
great  reason  to 'suppose,  that  the  Duke  knew7  he  was  the  son  of 
Captain  Sutton,  and  it  is  possible  that  he  may  have  attended  his- 
erson.  But  his  Royal  Highness 'had  shewn,"  that- he  had  always 
een  very  anxious  about  the  character  of  the  army,  and  that  he 
"Was  veiy  careful  that; no  improper  person  should  intrude  into  it. 
-It  vfcas  one  of  the  chief  and  first  objects  of  his  Gare  when  he  took 
the  .command  of  the' army ;  the  character  of  which  was  far  dif- 
ferent now  -from  what  it  was  when  he  was  put  at  the  head  of  it. 
With -regard  to  Shaw's  appointment,  he  should  not  detain  the 
House  a  moment  on  it.  -  There  was  no  lnegularity  in  any  in- 
stance relating  to  it.  He  was  placed  on  the' half  pay  as  a  matter 
of  course.  The  pencilled  note,,  so  much  insisted  on,  did  not 
fletard  his  appointment  for  a  moment.  It  did  not  appear, 
from  the  documents  in  Colonel  Gordon's  office,  that  any  letter 
had  been  ever  written,  of  which  this  presumed  rejection  of  his 
proposal  was  the  basis. 

The  next  case  was  that  of  Dowler ;  and  here  he  must '  say 
there  was  no  credit  whatever  due  to  the  testimony  of  this  man. 
For  years  he  had  been  the  favourite  paramour  of  Mrs.  Clarke, 
iong^  before  she  came  to  live  with  the  Duke.  He  had  expended 
'Considerable sums  on  her,  and  nothing  was  more  lrkely  than  that 
lie  should  have  had  recourse  to  this  stratagem  to  get  one  thousand 
pounds  out  of  old  Mr.  Dowler,  for  the  purpose  of  expending  it 
on  this  woman.  It  wras  proved  that  they  were  in  the  habit  of 
drawing  bills  on  each  oth*?i,  and  one  of  these,  to  the  amount  of 
'three  hundred  pounds  was  discounted  at  Paiker's,  and  remained 
unpaid  to  this  dayv  There  was  no  doubt  on  his  mind  that  the 
application  in  favour  of  Dowler  came  from  Sir  Brook  Watson, 
It  appealed  from  the  correspondence  with  the  Ti easury,  that 
three  out  of  the  live  aV^tant  Commibsanes  for  which  he  applied 
Lad  been  recommended  by  him.  rI  his  picsumption  was  corro- 
borated by  Dowler  himself;  for  in  his  conversation  with  an  ho- 
nourable member  of  the  House  (Alderman  Combe),  he  said 
that  he  was  peisuaded  he  obtained  his  appointment  through  Sir 
$rook  Watson.  Heshouldsay  uo  more  respecting  the  criminal 
0  jpart  of  the  transaction.  If  the  Duke  wished  to  make  a  profit  of 
i|is;pationage^  had  he  not  hundreds  of  ensigncies  and  cornetcies 
every  yeai  at  his  disposal  which  he  might  have  turned  to  ac- 
count ?  The  sale  of  these  might  have  produced  him  thousands, 
jf  he  was  base  and  mean  enough  to  endeavour  to  derive  advan- 
tage from  the  power  of  disposing  of  them*  Was  it  to  be  sup- 
posed 
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posed  then,  that  he  would  employ  this  woman  in  this  abomina- 
ble traffic  for  the  sake  of  a  few  hundreds  >  He  would  $af  one 
word  more  respecting  French's  levy.  The  etfpence  of  it  dicii 
not  exceed  forty-one  pounds  per  man ;  a  very  reasonable 
price,  conMdeiing  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  men  at -that  time. 
It  did  not,  m  fact,  co^t  as  much  as  other  levies  that  were"  on  foot. 

He  would  now  proceed  Ao  make  some  observations'  on  the 
general  view  of  the  whole  case,  and  on  the  course'of  proc^edfng, 
which,  m  his  opinion,  the  house  ought  to  pursue.  ri  he  add^os 
proposed  by  the  honourable  gentleman  opposite,  Contained 
no  distinct  opinion  on  the  emmnahty  01*  innocence*  of 
Royal  Hiohne^s.  It  insinuated  e\ery  thing,  and^asseited 
nothing.  But  5  et  it  concluded  by  requesting  Jiis  Majesty  464dis- 
nmb  his  Royal  flighne^  from  the  command  o£  the  at*my. ;  To 
such  a  proposition  there  were  insurmountable  objecttorrs.^-lf  his 
lloyai  Highness  were  thought  by  the  House  guilty  of  4hat  which 
-was  imputed  to  h?m,  they  ought  to  impeach  him.  -  If  on  that- 
impeachment  his  Ro>al  Highness  were  found  guilty  by 'his  Peers 
of  criminal  participation  in  con upt purposes,  or  •  paitt€ip#$on 
in  those  purposes,  did  any  man  think,  that  merely  to  l«e^nio\e 
him  from  bis  command  would  be*  enough  ?  No ;  under  Such 
•circumstances,  it^culd  be  the  duty  of  both  Houses  of  Pdrlianhent 
to  carry  to  the  foot  ot  the  thione  a  Bill  to  exclude  k*s^Ro)al 
Highness  from  the  succession.  If  it  were  deemed  ^  proper  hn  a 
former  "period  of  ovir  histoiy,  to  discuss  the  propriety  "of  ex- 
cluding a  Prince  from  the  succession,  because  ke  adhered  tb  the 
rehgiOn  of  hi&  forefather,  he  would  say,  that  if  a.PnnCe  utthe 
present  day  were, coavu  ted  by  his  Peer?,  of  transactions  sotase* 
and  criminal,  as  to  tarnish  the  brilliancy  of  .the  Crown  oh  -  the 
head  of  Majesty,  and  Milly  the  ermine  on  his"  robe,  the  propo- 
sition agitated  jn  the  time  of  Charles  II  should  now  be  carried 
into  effect,  and*a  !Bill>  to  exclude  such  a  Prince  from  theTfifone 
ought  to  be  agreed  to  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  ft  was 
impossible  that  a  pimce,  conucted  of  such  practices  could  sit  up- 
right upon  hrs  Throne,  or  look  his  people  mthe  face.  These  would 
be  the  consequences  of  acceding  to  this  address.  With  r(  spect 
to  theAmdue  influence  said  to  be  eKerted  over  the  Commander 
in  Chief,  the  extent  to  which  it  was  exercised,  he  thought  that,, 
on  a  fair  examination  of  the  evidence,  it  would  appear  %hat 
not  one  of  these  pioeeeclmgs  weie  in  themselves  improper.  They 
would  have  taken  place  without  the  mteifeienceof  Mis.  Clarke. 
There  was  nothing  improper  or  detrimental  to  the  public  in 
them.  But  his  honourable  fnendsaid  die  had  an  interest  in  ad- 
vancing these  promotions*  How  did  it  appear?  Was  it  from 
the  letter  respecting  General  Clavei lug's  application?  It  was 
very  natural  that,  between  a  lady  and  a  gentleman  living  foge- 
"therein  the  teims  these  did,  such  a  communication  mighHake 
'  place  without  any  corrupt  view  whatever.   Mrs,  Clarke  said  at 
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bar  that  she  had  between  fifty  and  sixty  letters  of  the  Duke  of 
York,  and  )et  this  was  the  only  instance  in  their  correspondence 
relating  to  mmtaiy  promotion.  lie  was  astonished,  therefore, 
the  honourable  member  should  asseit,  that  it  was, clear  that  the 
Duke  of  Yolk* was  in  constant  habits  of  communicating  with 
Mis.  Clarke  on  militaiy  matters,  when  there  was  only  one  solitary 
instance,  in  which  it  appeared  to  have  taken  place ;  it  there 
was,  the  House  might  be  assuied  that  either  Mrs.  Clarke,  or 
the  honourable  member  who  preferred  the  charges  against  his 
Royal  Highness,  would  not  have  neglected  to  avail  themselves- 
of  such  documents.  As  to  Dr.  O'Meara,  it  was  to  be  lamented 
that  the  Duke,  on  such  a  recommendation,  should  have  inter- 
fered for  this  man,  or  made  use  of  the  expression  that  he  xhd 
respecting  him.  No  such  connection  should  have  existed.  He 
must  again  recur  to  Tonyn's-  n©te.  He  could  not  consider  it  as 
affecting  the  Duke  in  the  smallest  degree.  In  his  opinion,  there 
Was  no  prool  befoie  the  House  that  could  warrant  it  to  inflict  so 
heavy  n  punishment  upon  his  Royal  Highnesb  as  his  removal  from 
the  command  of  the  army,  whatever  censure  it  might,  in  its  wis- 
dtim,  determine  to  pass  on  him. 

The  object  of  the  address  as  well  as  the  amendment  seemed 
to  be  to  remove  the  Duke  fiom  the  command  of  the  army.  If 
he  were  brought  to  the  necessity  of  agreeing  to  such  an  addiess, 
as  he  undoubtedly  was  not,  he  should  still  extremely  deplore 
such  a  circumstance  a&  affecting  the  interests,  the  discipline,  and 
the  feelings  of  the  army.    Much  had  been  said  of  the  danger  of 
placing  the  Pnnces  at  the  head  of  any  establishments,  on  account 
of  their  not  being  responsible.    But  look  at  the  military  history 
of  the  count! y,  and  it  would  be  found  that  the  army  never  was 
in  such  good  condition  as  when  our  Princes  were  at  the  head  of 
it.    Tiiis  was  the  case  in  the  time  of  King  William,  who  was 
himself  a  soldier,  and  who  managed  the  whole  of  it  with  the 
assistance*  of  Mr.  Braithwaite    It  was  also  the  case  when  the 
amiy  was  under  the  command  of  the  Duke  of  Cumberland,  m 
the  war  of  *the  succession,  "when  it  was  crowned  with  eternal 
glory  by  the  victory  of  Minden,  and  the  names  of  Townshend 
and  others  wer&  lendered  illustnous  under  the  councils  of  Lord 
Chatham.  'In-additioi*  lo  these  instances,  there  was  the  anny 
fork-Kid  by  the  Duke  of  York,  than  which  there  could  not  be  a 
bifer  N"  No  nUti  would  deiVy  that  it  was  equal  to  any  in  Europe. 
rf*f*/sthc  country  owed  to'the-indefatigable  zeal  and  application 
of  the  Dukeof  Y  ork    It  was  imrp'>v>ible  therefore  not  to  deplore 
that  sucha  man  should  be  removed  from  it,  and  that  the  command 
shoiild  be  pladeclin  thehands-of  >a  person  or  peisons,  he  would 
not\ay,  uot  hUoi  it,  but  certainly  not  so  fit  as  his  Ho)  al  Highness. 

Ah" honourable  gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Wiutbread)  had  said 
that- his  Royal  Highiiess  was  not  a  fit  person  for  the  chief  com- 
mand 
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wand  of  the  army,  because  among  other  things  he  was  irre> 
sponsible.  (A  cry  of  no '  no!)  So  he  undeistood  the>onourable 
gentleman,  •  This  at  least  he  knew,  that  such  was  the  popular 
opinion.  Nothing  could  be  more  groundless.  The  Cuke  of 
York  was  just  as  responsible  as  any  other  man*  That  he  was 
so,,  the  present  proceeding  afforded  sufficient  proof.  For  hi# 
part,  he  was  convinced  that  the  King  (God  bless  him  3)  could 
not  do  better  than  have  a  son  in  the  chief  coin'maml  of  his 
army.  It  would  be  well  before  coming  to  a  decision  on  the 
subject  before  them,  -for  the  House  to  consider,  that  if  tliey 
agreed  to  the  resolution  proposed  by  the  right  honourable  gen« 
tleman  on  the  floor  (Mr.  Banks),  they  would  remove  from  the 
beivice  of  the  state  one  of  Us  most  able  and  distinguished  ser- 
vants, merely  because  his  mistress  had  been  engaged  in  four 
transactions  of  which  he  had  no  knowledge.  rl  he  right  ho? 
nourable  gentleman's  amendment  went  to,  state,  that  it  would 
be  prudent  in  his  Royal  Highness,  to  re&ign;  but  he  would  say 
that  it  was  not  prudent  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  listen  to  a 
popular,  outcry.  They  oughfc  not  to  be.moyed  by  externa!  t  ir- 
tumstances,  which  natupily  arose  from  what- had  fallen  out  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry,  and  the  cry  vof  corruption  Wmg 
raised  on  points  not  under  the.  cognizance  of  the  House.  The 
idea  of  thousands  squandered  on  women  of  an  infamous  de- 
scription; thousands  earned  by  the  sweat  of  people' brows, 
was,  a  very  natural  topic  for  declamation  and  popular  impres- 
sion ;  but  was  the  House  to  adopt  proceedings  on  such  a  cla- 
mour, and  to  say  that  his  Royal  Highness  was  guilty  of  cor- 
ruption, i  because  sui  outcry  of  this  kind  was  raised,  to  deter- 
mine tha^t  he  was  unfit,  to  hold  the  .chief  command  of  the 
army  ?  Without  such  a  popular  clamour,  no  man  in  that  House 
would  havejchQught  that  this  v*as  a  proper  course.  Let  them 
then  speak  out  manfully,  and  give  their  own  opinions  without  bias ; 
and  as  n.o#e  could  say  that  from  this  clamour  they  were  in* 
duced  to  believe  the  Duke  ot  Yoik  unfit  for  the  command, 
never  let  .them  recommend  a  measure  for  his  dismissal. 
concluded  by  thanking  the  House  for  the  attention  with  which 
they  had  listened  to  him  during  the  time  he  had  been  occupied 
in  Uating  his  opinions  oathis  important  question. 

Mi;.  iyEAGii  said,  that  he  could  not  concur  with  the  original 
address  or  the  amendment,  because,  they  neither  convicted  not 
acquitted  the  Commander  in  Chiejf  of  the  corruption  with  which 
he  was  charged,,  or  of  the  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  conupt 
practices,  and  yet  they  addie^sed  to  remove  him  from  the  chief 
command  of  the  army.  He  would  beg  leave  to  take  a  short 
vjuw  ot  the  question  as  it  appeared  to  him,  and  to  state  to  the 
House  the  material  points  which  operated  on  his  mind,  to  the 
CQnwleCe  -exclusion  oi  such  a  deduction  a»s  either*  that. the 
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*Duke  of  York  bad  a  coi  rupt  participation  or  knowledge  of  these 
transactions.— The  Duke  ol  York  could  not  be  convicted,  but 
upon  the  testimony  of  Mis.  Claike;  a  testimony  which  in  his 
op'nion,  could  not  for  a  moment  be  credited,  where  her  in* 
terest'was  involved.  He  would  skew  fin>t,  that  her  evidence 
was  contradicted  by  other  and  unimpeachable  witnesses.  2dly, 
that. hire,  in  many  instances,  contiadicted  herself;  and  3dly, 
that  her  testimony  Was  irreconcilable  with  truth  and  probabV 
lit  v.  In  the  first  place  then,  she  was  contradicted  by  Mr.  H. 
Knight,  w ho  related  a  conversation  that  passed  between  Mis. 
Claike  and  him  in  Septembei,  only  a  few  weeks  before  he  was 
called  to  the  bar,  and  which,  fiom  its  nature,  could  not  be 
supposed  to  escape  the  i  ecollection  of  either  the  one  or  the 
other  of  the  parties.  This  was  a  direct  and  palpable  contradic- 
tion, as  would  be  seen  ±>y  reverting  to  the  minutes  of  evidence; 
The  honourable  Gentleman  (Mr.  Whitbread),  whose  brilliant 
speech  had  last  night  made  such  an  impression  on  the  House, 
seemed  to  think  that  there  was,  no  contradiction  in  this,  because 
Mrs/ Clarke  Had  denied  that  she  intended  to  expose  the  Dtfke 
of  York  iti  die  way  now  done,  which  .Mr.  R.  Knight  under- 
wood, and  stated  to  the  House  to  be  a  general  assertion,  that 
she  would  expose  the  Duke.  He  shewed  that  such  was  not  the 
true  bearing  of  the  passages,  and  that  the  contradiction  wa& 
positive  and  irreconcileable*  They  were  also  directly  at  issue  on 
the  point,  whether  Mrs.  Clarke  desired  the  transaction  to  be 
feept  secret  from  the  Duke  of  York  or  not. 
•  The  &e&t  contradiction  he  had  to  notice  was,  that  between 
Mfs.  Clarke  and  the  honourable  Gentleman  who  brought  for- 
ward  these  charges.  From  a  perusal  of  the  evidence  it  ap- 
peared trut  Mis.  Clarke  in  her  examination  on  the  Wednesday, 
stated,  in  the  first  instance,  that  she  had  seen  Mr.  Wardle  on 
the  preceding  day,  but  immediately  recollecting  to,  what  sucli 
an  acknowledgement  would  expose  her,  on  being  asked  if  she 
was  sure  of  that'  she  directly  replied,  that  she  had  not  seen  him 
that  day,  and  that  she  had  been  at  home  all  that  day.  In  op- 
positiori'lo  this,  it  was  m  the  evidence  of  the  honourable  gen-* 
tlem'an  Stated,  that  he  saw  her  three  times  during  that  day — 
the  first  time  m  the  morning,  about  11  or  12  o'clock,  when  he 
rodtf  but  with  lier  in  her  carriage — again,  about  three  o'clock, 
when  he  staid  wifhher  about  half  an. hour — and  athnd  at  night. 
Thus,  On, Wednesday,  this  Witness  possitiveiy  denied  a  fact, 
wfodh  had  taken  plaoe  beyond  the  possibility  of  being  for- 
gotten on  the  preceding  day. 

-The  next  contradiction  appeared  in  her  testimony  contrasted 
with  that  of  Mr.4  Ellis.  Not  only  did  she  stite  that  she  never 
kdew  Mis.  Faveiy  by  any  otlier  name,  but  also  that  she  never 
visited  her  at  Mr.  Eilis'-s;  whereas  it*  was  clear,  fiom  the  t<&ti- 
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mony  ofjthat  \ery  respectable  witness  that  she  not  only  recom* 
mended  Faverv  to  htm  as  a  servant,  under  the  name  of  Far- 
quhai,  but  that  she  \  isited  her  so  frequently  that  he  supposed 
they  were  nearly  1  elated  to  each  other.  I^rom  all  these  clrcum-- 
stanoes,  he  could  not  think  that  Mrs.  Ctaike  was  a  witness  to  b$ 
believed  on  any  point  where  her  own  interest  was  concerned. 
He  had  now  to  state  wheie  he;  evidence  was  contradictpry  in 
itself,  and  311  thi>  he  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  more 
than  one  point. — *n  the  <  a«e  ot  Dowler  she  had  denied  that  she 
had  seen  that  person  mcne  than  twice  since  ills  return  from  the 
Continent,  concealing  from  the  Committee  that  she  had  met 
and  slept  with  him  at  Reicfs  hotel,  it  was  s«frl,  that  she  might 
natuially  desire  not  to  mention  this;  but  was  it  neces»aiy  for  her 
to  deny  having  seen  him  al  all;  a  matter  connected  most  inti- 
mately with  the  evidence,  and  calculated  to  give  his  testimony 
a  value  which  did  not  properly  belong  to  it. 

The  third  pait  of  her  teamen)  6n\vhieh  he  had  to  comment 
was,  its  utter  impiobabdiiy.  She  asserted,  that  the  Duke  of 
York  told  her  she  had  mofe  influence  than  the  Queen,  and  that 
if  she  was  clever  she  never  need  be  in  want  of  money.  Was. 
there  a  man  m  the  country  who  could  suppose  the  Duke  q£ 
York  so  base  as  to  utter  a  sentiment  of  this  kind*  It  coujd  not< 
be  the  case,  and  no  man  pietendmg  to  the  character  of  a  gentle- 
man, could  have  done  it.  if  the  Duke  of  York  had  been  50 
openly  lost  to  every  sense  of  shame,  and  so  grossly  coruipt^ 
instead  of  the  foiu  sohtar\  cases  the)  had  now  befoie  them, 
their  table  would  have  gfoaned  vitn  examples  of  corruption. 
The  next  thing  for  the  House  to  do  was,  to  see  if  fhey*coul4 
trace  a  motive  in  Mis.  CLuke  foi  her  eudence  against  the  Duke 
of  .  York";  and  iuie  it  was  that  the  con  vei  sat  ion  with  Mr„ 
Knight,  vnd  the  letter  to  Mi.  Adam,  cleaily  demonstrated 
that  she  had  thua*ened  to  expose  the  Duke  openly  to  disgiace, 
to  accomplish  k-  own  purposes,  unless  he  complied  with  her 
demands* 

7  here  w  ere  also  some  con  oboiutions  of  the  incredibility  of 
Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence,  on  ,  (he  mipoi lance  of  what  'had 
justly  been  called  a  i»n  sttv.ous  note  1  This  note  appealed  to 
inm  to  be  the  hand-wilting  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik ;  and  he  cobJd 
easily  account  for  the  mistake  in  his  Royal  Highnesses  mmd, 
that  coupling  this1  notice  \Mth  the  charge  attached  to  it  in  San- 
don's  evidence,  his  Royal  IF'ghne&s  at  once  would  deny  ever 
having  written  it.  But  what  did  this  note  piove?  It  fmigls(t 
have  been  written  with  the  most  innocent  intensions;  anc|?  as ^10 
proof  of  corrupt  motives  m  any  othei  case  was  bi  ought  home^o 
the  Duke  of  York,  it  was  but  fair  to  considei  this^s  wiitten 
with  no  blameable  design. 

He  had  next  to  make  a  few  observations  upon  what  had  been 
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fcatd  by  Mis*  Taylor  respecting  Colonel  French  and  his  levy, 
{The  honourable  member  read  the  passage  from  the  minutes, 
where  Miss  Taylor  relates  the  woids  of  the  Duke  of  York  on 
that  subject,  in  a  conversation  with  IS1  j  s.  Claike  ).  He  was  not 
disposed  to  believe  this  testimony  a  complete  fabrication  on  the 
part  of  Miss  Taylor;  but  there  seemed  to  him  a  disposition  to 
communicate  only  a  part.  Let  it  be  considered  what  Miss 
Taylor  had  said  for  herself  on  this  occasion,  when  she  was 
asked  how  she  came  to  recollect  this  particular  conversation 
from  so  distant  a  period  as  four  \  ears  ago ?  To  this  she  answered, 
she  had  frequently  from  that  time  recollected  the  ciicumstance ; 
but  upon  being  asked  further,  <he  could  not  in  the  least  re- 
collect what  Mis  Clarke  said  in  reply.  But  he  was  certain, 
and  it  was  impossible.it  should  be  othei  wise,  Miss  7  a} lor  could 
not  forget ;  she*  had  been  inclined  to  suppress  a  pait  of  the  con- 
versation, and  thereby  to  give  it  a  dirfeient  colour  fiom  that 
^which  would  otherwise  have  appeared. 

An  honourable  gentleman  had  last  night  gone  into  many 
presumptions,  which  he  contended  boie  upon  the  case.  The 
fiist  was,  that  the  expendituie  of  the  establishment  at  Gloucester 
Place  greatly  exceeded  the  sum  allowed  by  his  Royal  Highness, 
and  therefore  he  must  ha\e  suspected  that  the  overplus  was 
gained  by  other  means  in  other  quarters.    But  how  stood  the 
unattor  >  The  Duke  of  York  had  been  m  the  habit  of  sending 
.money  drawn  from  his  banker's,  to  Mrs.  Claike,  which,  though 
at  did  not  admit  of  legal  proof,  he  stated  to  amount  to  fin  e 
thousand  fi\e  hundred  pounds,  and  that  he  also  personally  gave 
*her  sums  to  a  considerable  amount,  which  he  would  take  at 
two  thousand  pounds.  Besides  this  the  wine  and  household  furni- 
ture, were  provided  by  his  Royal  Highness  at  an  expence  of  up- 
ward* of  sixteen  thousand  pounds,  besides  the  thousand  pounds 
per  annum  regularly  allow ed.   The  establishment  was  supported 
partly  by  money  and  partly  by  credit.    This  was  proved  by 
the  evidence  to  be  the  case  m  the  present  instance,  for  the  sale 
-of  furniture  (he  believed,  exclusive  of  the  house)  amounted  to 
four  thousand  four  hundred  pounds,  which  was  allotted  to  the 
1  payment  of  debts;  incurred  dining  the  time  the  establishment 
was  going  on,  "and  with  the  five  thousand  five  hundred  pounds 
<from  the  banker's  and  the  two  thousand  pounds  in  money, 
amounted  to  the  sum  of  twelve  thousand  four  hundred  pounds, 
being  six  thousand  pounds  a  )ear  from  the  Duke  of  York,  for 
the  support  of  the  expenditure  at  Gloucester-place. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  stated  another,  which  he 
catted  a  remarkable  presumption,  which  was,  the  coincidence 
between  the  time  the  expensive  establishment  was  formed,  and 
the  commencement  of  the  corrupt  practices.   This  interference 
t  *>as  fair  enough^  had  it  bee*  true,  but  the  easier  solution  was 
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to  be  found  in  this,  that  Mis  Ciaike  could  not  have  commenced 
these  piactices  befoie  hei  being  established  undei  the  piotection  or 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  which  gave  her  the  appearance  of  in- 
fluence and  power.  She  could  not  hold  out  her  wiles  till  her 
living  with  his  Royal  Highness  gave  a  colour  to  her  pretention*. 
Another  presumption  wa-,  that  as  she  asked  favours  foi  sti angers, 
and  not  for  her  fi  lends,  his  llo\al  Highness  must  have  suspected 
that  she  was  lewaided  foi  her  exeitions.  This  point  had  been 
aheady  so  ably  refuted,  that  he  would  not  trouble  the  House  upon 
the  subject. 

But,  after  all  these  picsumptions  were  got  1  id  of,  they  were  told, 
that  the  actions  weiesuch  as  td  leave  an  impiession  against  the 
Duke  of  Yoik — In  Ficnch's  lew  the  corruption  was  evident;  but 
did  it  foi  IcAv  that  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Yoik  knew  of  that 
con  upturn*  Would  not  his  affection  for  this  woman  account  for 
any  partiality  towaids  those  she  1  eccmi  mended,  without  asciribmg 
it  to  corrupt  motives'  But  he  denied  the  fact  itself;  and  fiom 
leading  the  evidence  upon  it,  concluded  that  the  Duke  of  York 
was  peifectly  unconscious  of  the  existence  of  these  piactices  As 
for  what  had  been  said  ol  eveiy  man  m  this  levy  costing  one  hun- 
died  and-  fifty  pounds,  it  was  founded  m  a  calculation  on  false 
grounds ,  the  whole  01  great  part  of  the  levy  being  incurred  at  first, 
and  might  as  fairly  be  argued  when  thefiist  man  was  enlisted  thai; 
he  cost  seven  or  eight  thousand  pounds  The  issue  of  this  levy 
ptoved  only  that  it  had  not  answeied  the  expectation  of  the  Com- 
mandei  m  Chief,  and  was  ultimately  disadvantageous  to  the  coun- 
t)  \.  But  this  was  not  the  busmen  befuie  the  House,  which  was  to 
juquhe  if  the  Coimnandei  in  Chief  had  been  guided  by  undue  in- 
f'ueuce*  which  d-d  not  appear  in  the  case  of  Fiench*  who  seemed 
cu-iously  favoured  by  bem0r  employed  m  a  transaction  by  which 
he  lost  tbiee  tlior^aud  eight  hunched  pounds. 

As  foi  the  exchange  between  Colonels  Biooke  and  Knight*  a» 
the  l)uke  of  Yoik:  was  not  connected  with  it,  he  would  pass  it  over. 
The  case  of  Cai tei  seemed  also  to  be  disposed  of  by  tlie  House. 
' There  was  no  pi  oof  of  the  fact,  and  he  did  not  beh.eye,  that  bis 
■Royal  Highness  knew  that  the  Samuel, Cartel  promotedby  hn^ 
and  leconimended  b\  Lieutenant  Sutton,  was  the^  same  peison*- 
whom  he  bed  &een  behind  Mrs  Ciaike/ s  chair,  or  her  caniage. 
Mis.  Ciaike -appealed  to  ha\e  a;  wish  to  serve,  thi^  pe/spn  ,  and  it 
was  theiefore  likely  would  conceal  any  thing  calculated  to  defeat 
his  piomotion,  and  parfcic^la.ly  such  circumstances  as  these.  Thus, 
nothing  was  corroboiated  that  Mis.  Ciaike  Jiad  urged  against  the 
lluke  of  York,  jajajJ-  he  was  leady  to  cume  to  a  vote  w(henevej?  it 
might  be  put,  diiectly  negativing  tl\e  cWge  of  anyo  knowledge*  of 
coriupt  piacticesi 

But  there  was  -another  point  on  which  he  had  some  hesitation  in 
expressing  his  opinion.    He  could  not  see  any  giouhds  for  Paih'a- 
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t*»entary  Interference  at  all  in  this  matter,  or  what  light  the\  Lad 
to  vote  addresses  or  lesolutions  on  the  subject.  No  man  would 
say  that  they  had  such  a  right,  upon  an  abstiact  principle  of  one 
more  crime  being  committed.  This  was,  then,  a  question  of  ex- 
tent and'quality  j  and  the  extent  was  so  small,  that  he  could  not 
think  there  was  a  fan  ground  for  then  inteifeience  He  lamented, 
as  every  one  must  do,  that  such  a  connection  had  e\er  existed, 
and  such  an  exposure  taken  place.  But  this  was  not  a  Court  of 
Moral  Censure,  but  of  Judicial  Inquiij?  into  the  official  conduct  of 
the  Commander  m  Chief  He  knew  of  no  mode  of  bettej  per- 
forming their  duty  as  Members  of  that  House,  than  to  examine 
the  evidence  caiefully,  and  to  pronounce  a  verdict  according  to 
their  own  judgments  founded  upon  that  evidence.  If  they  weie 
influenced  b\  any  opinion  out  of  doois,  they  were  depaiting  fiom 
their  duty,  and  it  was  a  libel  to  say  that  an)  geneial  sense  had  been 
impressed  upon  the  public  mind  in  this  gieat  question.  The  public 
well  knew  that  they  had  the  case  mcoi  i  ectly  betoi  e  them.  They  well 
knew  that  much  depended  on  the  chaiacterof  the  witnesses — they 
well  knew  that  much  serious  consideiation  was, due  befoie  coming 
to  a  decision  on  this  painful  question,  and  he  was  peisuaded  that 
all  that  was  just  and  laUonal  was  to  be  expected  from  the  public 
mind,  and  that  they  would  sanction  what  he  had  said. 

Lord  Folkstone  observed,  that  since  he  had  heard  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  he  was  glad  that  he  himself  had  not  spoken  sooner  -y  for 
while  he  agreed  with  him  perfectly  that  the  H^use  was  to  decide 
upon  the  evidence,  the  examination  of, that  evidence  had  led  him 
to  a  far  different  conclusion.  Before,  however,  he  adverted  to 
what  had  fallen  from  that  Honourable  Gentleman,  he  must  offer  a 
few  remarks  on  seveiai  matters  which  had  come  from  some  of  the 
Honourable  s£nd  Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  who  had  delivered 
their  sen'iments  on  this  subject.  There  could  be  no  doubt  of  the 
regularity  of  their  proceedings,  and  m  this  respect  he  fully  agreed 
with  a  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  on  the  floor  (Mi.  Ban kes). 
The  Honourable  Gentleman  who  proposed  that  pioceedmg,  had  ex- 
plained itsnatuie  in  a  few  woidsr  and  fully  demonstrated  to  the  sa- 
tisfaction of  the  House,  that  the  com  se  he  recommended  was  neither 
involved  in  intricacy,  nor  embarrassed  with  difficulty.  It  was  per- 
fectly clear,  that  no  question  could  exist  as  to  its  regularity,  and 
he  was  confident  that  no  doubt  could  be  enteitained  as  to  ite  pio- 
pnety.  The  leason  which  the  Honou  table  Gentleman  assigned 
for  the  present  mode  of  pioceeding  which  he  had  recommended, 
was,  that  he  did  not  think  the  case  such  an  one  as  ought  to  be  met 
by  Resolutions,  andtherefoie  he  had  pioposed  an  Addiess  accoid- 
ing  to  the  original  motion,  and  difteung  only  in  form.  He  had 
also  stated,  that  it  was  desirable  to  reduce  the  whole  into  one  con- 
nected question,  which  it  wou'd  not  be  difficult  to  decide  upon  ; 
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sftid  in-order  to  pi  event  the  case  from  being*  split  and  divided,  as 
in. the  manner  pioposed  by  the  Honourable  Gentlemen  opposite. 

With  respect  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  upon  the  floor  (a  topic  which  had  been  touched  upon 
by  the  learned  Gentleman  towaids  the  close  of  his  speech)  as  to 
the  influence  which  public  opinion  ought  to  have  upon  the  pro* 
ceeding  of  that  Bouse,  he  could  not  conceive  to  what  it  applied. 
He  was  sure  that  there  had  been  nothing  in  the  speech  of  address  of 
his  Honourable  Friend  *,  nor  in  the  address  of  the  other  Honour- 
able Member  t>  that  could  afford  a  ground  for  supposing4hat  they 
had  been  framed  with  a  view  to  meet  the  bias  of  pvibiic  opinion,  or 
!hat  the  House  was  called  upon  to  agree  to  either  for  that^purpose. 
Of  this  he  was  certain,  n<*  attempt  of  that  kind  was  intended  5  and 
if  it  weie,  he  would  be  the  last  man  to  attempt  to  justify  such  an, 
attempt.  He  remembered  a  few  years  ago,  he  had  ventured,  with 
some  friends,  to  avow  sentiments  and  opinions  in  that  House,  in  the 
teeth  of  a  very  strong  impression  of  public  opinion,  for  which  at 
the  time  they  had  been  held  up  to  the  odium  and  execration. of  the 
public.  He  could  appeal  to  what  passed  on  that  occasion,  whether 
he  was  a  person  likely  to  fat i  in  with  public  opinion,  unless  it  was 
consistent  with  his  own  best  judgment  to  do  so.  ~ 

In  commenting  upon  the  motion  which  had" been  submitted  that; 
night,  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  observed  that-they' 
were  bound  to  impute  the  moat  proper  motives  to  their  Members 
for  any  course  the§i  may  think  proper  to  recommend.    That  obser- 
vation seemed  to  imply  that  improper  motives  were  to  be  ascribed 
&>  his  Honourable  Friend,  who  tiaa  instituted  the  business  undor, 
consideration     But  he  could  confidently  appeal  to  the  whole  of  h  is 
Honourable  Friend's  conduct,  from  the  beginning  of  the  investiga- 
tion, to  shew  that  no  such  motives,  nor  anv  undue  feeling,  could 
be  attributed  to  him.    He  was  sorry,  therefore,  that  any  Honour- 
able Member  should  have  gone  so  much  out  of  his  way  to  impute 
improper  motives  to  that  Honourable  Gentleman,  when  it  was  so 
obvious  that  he  must  have  been  actuated  by  motives  of  a  fair,  open, 
manly,  and  honourable  nature  only,    hi  the  course  pursued,  he, 
ha.d 'been  guided  by  principles  of  the  purest  patriotism,  by  an  up-, 
right  desire  to  attempt  to  overthrow  those  abuses  which  were  proved 
td  have  existence.    There  was  another  observation  in  the  speech" 
of  the  Right  Honoui  able  Gentleman,  which,  though  not  equally'' 
offensive  with  that  he  had  alluded  to,  was  still  no  less  strange  and; 
unaccountable.    That  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  said,  that', 
he -was  of  opinion  that  the  result  of  the  present  business  would 
injurious  rather  than  beneficial.    Good  Heavens  1  was  it  not  ex-' 
traordinary,  when  abuses  were  proved  to  exist- — when <G entlemen 
themselves  admitted  that  his  Royal  Highness  had  formed  a  coniiec- 
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lion  "tthich  made  him  liable,  under  the  fascinations  of  his  mistress, 
to  do  improper  things  (No  /  no  r  no  !  J  winched**  m  jtseif  im- 
propei,'and _tn  t he  course  of  which  abuses  bad  taken  place,  that 
such  a  peao'n;  who^as  himself  an  advocate  of  leform,  should  have 
made  use  of  such  expressions  *  It  was  his  own  opinion,  that  if  any 
thing  could  be  beneficial  to  the  country,  it  was  the  detection  of 
abuses^  and  if  the  House  would  puisue  its  viev>s,  and  piosecute 
the  gieat  business  of  detecting  abuses,  exposing  delinquencies,  and 
punishing  offenders  where  offenders  should  be  found  to  exist,-  it 
was  his  firm  conviction  that  this  proceeding,  which  originated  with 
his  Honourable  Fiiend  (Mr.  Wardle),  for  with  him  it  had  ori- 
ginated, would  be  more  beneficial  to  this  country,  -and  do  more  to 
defend  it  agamst  all  foreign  foes,  than  any  thing  that  could  happen 
j«  the  ordinal  y  progress  of  its  affairs. 

"  But,  before  he  should  come  mure  particularly  vto  notice  the 
Lcanied  Gentleman's  statement,  he  had  an  observation  or  two  to 
intake  itpon  a  topic  which  had  been  adverted  to  by  the  Right  Ho- 
nourable Gentleman  upon  the  floor.  That  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman h.ui,  before  the  close  of  the  proceeding,  the  Heport  of  which 
they  we  then  considering,  called  upon  several  General  Officeis, 
Mem  Lei  s  of  that  House,  and  examined  them  touching  the  discipline 
and  sta*e  of  the  army.  That  state  of  the  army  as  pioved  in  the  evi- 
dence so  obtained,  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  urged  as'a 
defence  cf  the  Duke  of  Yoik  Admitting  thestate  of  the  army  to  be 
such  as  was  represented,  and  of  his  own  knowledge,  he  did  not  know, 
whether  it  wa,s  01  was  not  so  >  admitting  all  this,  whether  thefarmy 
v>r4s  or  was  not  hkldv  d»^i~J;ricd,  it  .had  nothing  to  tip  ^1*1* 
question  If  the  punishment  of  the  Duke^  of  Yoi£  was  the  matter 
iii  issue,  the  state  of  the  ai  my  might  be  urged  m  extenuation. 

The  Right  Honouiable  Geatlemam*  had  made  vaiious  techni- 
cal dbjecfjons  to  the  Address  proposed  by  his  Honourable  Friend* 
whom  he  represented  as  having  preferred  a  chaigeof  conuptfon*. 
and  then  shrunk  from  taking  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  it.~^. 
Jn  order  to  ascertain  whether  his  Honouiable  Friend  had  flinched 
of  trot,  <5entiemen  had  only  to  look  at  the  Joui  nate  A  speech  was 
to"  be  answeied  by  a  speech— a  matter  of  recoid  by  a  matter  of  re<- 
ctfrd.  Now,  whatever  his  Honourable  Fiiend  had said  in  his open- 
ing, the,  whole  that  appeared  on  recoid  was  *'  That  a.  Committee 
beWippdiftted  to  investigate  the(  conduct  of  his  Rojal  Highness  the 
]j)uke  of  York,  the  Commander  in  Chief,  with  regard  to  promor 
tlcms,  exchange's,,  and  appointments  to  commissions  in  the  arimyf: 
an'3  gtaff  of  ine  army,  ^nd  in  raising  levies  for  the  army."  There 
ircfthirig  appegieci  ahout  corruption. — and  if  -they  carried  a  Resoluf 
tion  cbiijta\n)pg  a^dicect  negative  of  tbexharge  of  corruption — 4be 
woW corruption  would  first  appear  in  their  Resolution's  'and*  some* 
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yfcars  hence,  on  inspecting  the  Journals,  the  very  circumstance  of 
finding  a  negation  of  corruption,  where  no  corruption  had  been, 
charged,  would  afford  a  presumption  that  it  had  appeared  to  many 
that  there  had  been  good  grounds  for  such  a  charge. 

Among  the  various  imputations  against  his  Honourable  Friend, 
it  had  been  said  that  he  bad  consulted  cooler  heads  than  his  own, 
and  more  designing  men.  He  was  sorry  that  insinuations  of  that 
kind  should  have  escaped  Gentlemen,  if  they  thought  that  his  Ho- 
nourable Friend  had  applied  to  cooler  heads  and  more  designing 
men  than  himself,  in  drawing  up  the  Address  y  and  if  they  thought 
that  circumstance  of  any  use  in  the  argument,  why  did  they  not 
plainly  state  who  these  cooler  heads  and  more  designing  men 
were?  Fie  certainly  was  not  aware  who  they  meant ;  but  whether 
ttiQ  Address  was  really  the  production  of  his  Honourable  Friend 
or  not>  when  he  produced' it  in  Parliament,  it  became  his— his 
wras  the  blame,  and  his  the  meiit;  and  he  thought  it  almost  dis- 
orderly for  Gentlemen  to  be  coming  forward  with  their  insinua- 
tions about  cool  heads  and  designing  men.  The  Address  certainly 
did  his  Honourable  Friend  credit,  and  he  would  cordially  vote  for 
it.  If  it  did  not  go  to  the  full  extent  of  the  statement  in  the. open- 
ing speech  of  his  Honourable  Friend — if  it  did  not  come  up  to- 
what  be  thought' the  evidence  justified,  could  the  Right  Honouia-  - 
ble  Gentleman  conceive  no  reason  of  delicacy  for  this?  He,  howr 
ever,  saw  a  great  deal  in  that  circumstance.  Although  a  fuller 
and  stronger  statement  might  have  been  well  borne  out  by  the 
evidence,  yet  if  the  House  expressed  enough  to  answer  the  pur- 
pose, "he "thought  it  was  wise  to  withhold  what  might  wound  pa-, 
rental  feelings  of  the  most  honourable  kind.  A  considerable  de- 
gree of  delicacy  was  due  to  a  person  who  was  removed,  so  few  steps 
from  the  succession  to  the  Throne.  These  were  the  motives, 
which  actuated  his  Honourable  Friend,  and  not  what  the  Right, 
Honourable  Gentleman  called  flinching.  And  these  were  the  mo- 
tives which  influenced  him  to  support  his  motion. 

With  respect  to  the  charges,  not  on  the  record,  but  contained 
in,  the  speeches,  which  had  been  made  during  the  business,  tha£ 
the  Commander  in  Chief  had  been  guilty  of  corruptly  assisting  his 
mistress,  by  allowing  her  to  make  profit  by  using  her  influence  for 
obtaining  military  promotions,  and  secondly,  tor  participating  in 
such  profits,  the  e  charges  in  his  opinion,  were  fully  made  out. 
But  the  chief  evidence  in  support  of  these  charges,  was  derived 
through  Mrs.  Clarke.  By  the  labours  of  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentlemen  opposite,  Mrs.  Clarke,  whilst  they  were  attempting  tc 
throw  discredit  upon  her  testimony  with  the  House,  had  been 
-jnade  to  prove  every  part  of  these  charges  most  fully.  It  had  beei 
said,  on  a  former  night,  that  persons,  blinded  by  the  fascination* 
©f  Mrs.  Clarke,  could  not  be  impartial  on  a  question ..  respecting-. 
hex  testimony,  He  knew  not  whether  the  imputation  was  iinendec 
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for  him,  but  he  could  confidently  state  that  he  was  influenced 
by  no  bias  in  the  view  which  he  proposed  to^take  from  her  evi- 
dence, and  that  of  the  other  witnesses,  by  whose  testimony  it  had 
been  corroborated. .  A  Learned  Member  (Mr.  Burton),  who  was 
himself  a  Judge,  had  on  a  former  night,  in  commenting  upon 
Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony,  attacked  it  as  the  testimony  of  an  accom- 
plice, and  stated  that  it  ought  not  to  be  received,  unless  corrobo- 
rated by  the  evidence  of  other  unimpeachable  witnesses. 

Mr.  Burton  here  interposed,  as  he  said,  for  the  purpose  of 
saving  the  time  of  the  Noble  Lord  and  of  the  House,  by  re-stating 
what  he  had  said  on  the  occasion  alluded  to.  He  did  not  think  he 
had  said,  but  he  was  certain  he  did  not  meanMo  say,  that  an  ac- 
complice was  not  to.be  received  as  a  witness,  but  not  to  be  believed 
unless  corroborated  by  other  unirn peached  testimony.  An  accomp- 
lice was  a  witness,  'competent,  but  not  credible,  except  corro- 
orated.  f 

Lord  Folkestone  resumed.  He  was  persuaded  that  there  was. 
bat  little  difference  in  the  distinction  of  the  Learned  Gentleman, 
that  an  accomplice  was. to  be  received,  but  not  believed  as, a  wit- 
ness. He  would  read  to  the  House,  not  what  he  could  take  upon 
himself  to  *ay,  but  what  he  understood  from  those  better  cjualified 
to  judge,  was  understood  to  be  admitted  and  acknowledged  law 
upon  this  subject,  and  he  should  then  leave  it  to  the  opinion  of  the 
House  whether  there  was  any' thing  in  the  distinction  of  the 
Learned  Gentleman.  The  authority  from  which  he  was  to  quote 
was  the  fourth  book  of  Mr.  Leach's  lie  port  of  Crown  Law.  The 
case  to  which  he  would  refer  was  that  of  James  Martin  and  Thomas 
Rob  bins,  who  had  been  tried  for  highway  robbery  upon  the  simple 
evidence  of  an  accomplice?  The  robbery  had  been  committed 
on  a  night  so  dai  k  as  to  preclude  the  possibility  of  the  party  robbed 
being  able  to  identify  the  robbers.  One  of  the  three  was  admitted 
an  evidence,  and  the  other  two  were  convicted  upon  his  testimony. 
The  case  however,  was  reserved  by  Mr.-- Justice  Buller,  and  the 
decision  of  the  .  twelve  Judges  was  unanimously  given,  "  that  an 
41  accomplice  alone  was  a  competent  Witness*  and  if  the  Jury  weigh- 
"  k>g  the  probabilities  of  tire  case  shouM  think  him  worthy  of 
4t  credit,  and  convict  the  accused  party,  that  such  conviction  was 
*«  legal:  that  the  distinction  between  competence  and  credit  had 
**  b^n-long  settled  (Hear,  hear,  hear)  ',  that  if  any  question  re- 
"  speettng  the  competence  of  a  witness  arose,  the  Judge  was  to 
*'  determine  it ; r  but  that  on  a  question  lespecting  cr§dit,  it  was  to 
44  be  left  to  the  Jury  to  decide,  whether  the  witness  was  worthy. 
44  of  credit."  {Hear,  Hear,  hear!)  By  the  cheering  of  the  Honour-, 
able  Gentiemen,  they  seemed  to  think  they  had  gained  spjne  3d? 
vaiftage,  but ;he  was  ready  to  add>  wbatwoulo!  shew,  st^aJ(Jie.  hafl. 
nbnrVisV  to  take  advantage  of  them,  became  it  made  against .his 
Wfc  argument.    It  %as  held,  that  this  case  was  not  accurately  re- 
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ported.  It  should  have  been  reported,  "  that  the  -Jwdge,  h*  stun* 
"  ming  up,  ought  to  warn  the  Jury  Against  believing  such  witness, 
"  bu  t  if  they  should  give  him  credit,  and  convict,  that  such  con- 
"  viction  was  legal."  The  reason  why  he  quoted  this  case  was  not 
to  shew  that  the  testimony  of  an  accomplice  was  not  to  be  weighed, 
but  that  Lt  was  not  correct  to  say,  that  the  testimony  of  ah  accom- 
plice was  not  to  be  considered,  unless  corroborated  by  other  testi- 
mony. Oh  this  point,  of  the  credibility  of  the  testimony  of  ac- 
complice^ he  should  be  glad  to  hear  the  Solicitor  General,  who 
had  been  counsel  on  an  election  committee  wheie  a  ease  of  a  some-- 
what  similar  nature  had  occurred.  He  would  appeal  to  him  whe- 
ther the  figuie  made  by  Ma]  thy,  by  Donovan,  .by  San  don,  or  any 
of  the  least  credible  witnesses  in  the  present  inquiry  made  any  thing' 
like  so  bad  a  figuie  as  that  of  one  Drake  who  had  been  a  witness  cm 
that  occasion;  vet  he  recollected  ,that  the  Learned  Gentleman 
supported  the  testimony  of  that  witness  by  an  able  speeeh.  But 
he  would  not  l^.too  much  stress  on  the  arguments  of  counsel, 
lest  he  should  af&in  meet  with  a  reproof  from  the  Attorney!  Gene-* 
ral,  tbr  assigning  then*  a  degree  of  weight  which  they  did  not  de- 
serve. He  would,  however,  call  the  recollection  of  the  Learned 
Gentlemanjro  the  conversation  which  he  then  had  with  him,  when 
he  contended  that  if  we  were  to  exclude  the  evidence  of  accom- 
plices, we  could  in  many  cases  have  no  evidence  at.  all. 

The-House  should  recollect,  that  if  in  this  case  they  determine 
to  rejeet  the  evidence  of  Mis.  Clarke,  merely  because  she  appeared 
to  be  an  accomplice,  without  g«ing  into  the  probability  of  the* 
truth  of  her  evidence,  and  comparing  it  with  the  circumstances  to 
which  it  refeired,  the  House  would  cut  itself  off  from  aM  evidence 
upon  some  of  the  most  interesting,  because  most  important  mat- 
ters that  ever  could  coroebefore  it ;  for  in  that  case  the  House  will 
have  refused  to  say  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  guilty  of  the  Charged 
which  had  been  exhibited  against  him,  nothecause  the  House  did 
really  not  believe  the  truth  of  what  Mis.  Clarke  related,  but  because 
,il,wds  a  rule  that  an  accomplice  ought  not  to  be  believed.  If  the 
House  should  be  guided  by  a  principle  of  this  kind,  they  would 
deprive  themselves  in  innumerable  cases  of  ail  the"  means  of  de- 
ciding upon  matters  which  might  be  brought  before  them. 

With  respect  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Claike,  it  had  been  urged 
against  it  that  her  motives  cast  a  cloud  upon  her  evidence,  and 
that  therefore  she  was  not  to  be  believed.  This  point  had  been 
so  well  andso  ably  argued  last  night  by  an  Honourable  Gentleman  *, 
that  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  but  briefly  to  refer  to- it;  From 
the  evidence  it  appeared,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  passed  four  or  five, 
days  at  Hampstead,  destroying  and  burning  her  papers;  If  these 
papers  bad  not  been  burned,  they  would  in  all  probability  he  now' 


*  Mx,.Whithrjea4. 


printed, 


(    53(5  ) 

printed,  and  on  the  table  of  that  House.  Here  he  must  observe, 
upon  an  argument  which  had  been  used,  that,  if  it  was  true  as  had 
been  charged,  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  supported  her  establishment 
by  employing  her  influence  with  the  Duke  of  York  in  procuring 
military  promotions,  as  ten  thousand  such  appointments  had  taken 
place  whilst  she  was  under  the  protection  of  the  Duke  of  York,  the 
table  might  be  covered  with  cases.  But  if  the  papeis,  which  Mrs, 
Clarke  had  destroyed,  had  been  preserved,  there  might  have  been 
many  more  cases  brought  forward.  Mrs.  Claike  could  not  remem- 
ber all  that  had  passed  four  yeate  ago,  and  so  far  from  thinking  it 
surprizing  that  so  few  eases  had  been  brought  foi  ward,  he  thought 
it  wonderful  that  so  many  had  been  produced,  and  so  well  made 
out. 

He  should  next  remark  upon  the  offensive  way  in  which  the 
manner  of  bringing  this  business  forward  had  been  obseived  upon, 
and  his  Honourable  Friend  represented  as  the  agent  of  Mis  Clai  ke, 
Those  who  held  such  language  could  not  of  their  own  knowledge 
know  any  thing  of  the  matter,  and,  in  his  opinion,  they  had  no 
right  to  represent  the  case  as  they  had  done:    But  the  fact  was, 
that  the  case  was  directly  thereveise.  lib  Honourable  Frieoci  had 
been  in  town  presenting  these  cases,  and  providing  the  mateiials 
of  bringing  them  to  some  effectual  issue  long  befoie'  he  haci  known 
Mrs.  Clarke.    He  had  acted  upon  the  occasion,  in  an  open,  fair, 
manly,   and  patriotic  manner,  which  justly  entitled  him  to  the 
Thanks  of  that  House,  and  to  the  gratitude  of  the  country.   In  the 
progress  of  his  inquiries",  his  Learned  Friend  found  that  he  could 
not  substantiate,  by.  proof,  the  cases  he  was  investigating,  until 
he  could  find.  Mrs.  Clarke,    The  difficulties  he  had  to  encounter 
in  his  progress,  were  such  as  would  have  deterred  any  person  ot  a 
less  decisive  character,  or  of  a  mind  not  so  coujageous.    Some  time 
elapsed  before  Mrs.  Clarke  could  be  found;  whatever  Gentlemen 
may  think,  there  was  some  difficulty  in  finding,  that  lady.  (A 
laugh  ;  and  Hear,  hear.)    He  stated  wtjat  waj  the  tact.  What  he 
knew  to  be  the  fact    Mrs,  Clarke  was  his  Honourable  Friend's  wit- 
ness.   It  was  he  that  had  brought  her  to  their  bar.    It  was  to  sup- 
port  his  charges;  and  at  his  instigation  that  she  was  called  to  give 
the  evidence  which  she  had  done  at  the  bar  of  that  House.  He 
knew  the  fact  to  be  so,  and  had  no  motive  for  misrepresenting  it, 
and  it  was  therefoie  with  surprise  he  had  heard  it  stated  or  insinu- 
ated against  his  Honourable  Friend,  that  he  was  the  agent  or  insti  u- 
ment  of  Mrs.  Clarke  in  this  business. 

He  should  here  state  by  the  ■*>&y»  that  it  had  been  objected 
against  Mrs.  Favorey's  evidence,  that  it  was  maiked  by  forgetlul- 
ness.  Was  that  the  failing  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  ?  He  could 
appeal  to  the  recollection  of  the  House,  whether  want  of  memory 
had  been  the  defect  in  her  evidence,  or  whether  she  bad  not  in 
every  case  outrun  the  progress  of  examination,  and  detailed  cir- 
cumstances 
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curjisjances  often  by  no  means  connected  with  the  immediate  sub?* 
ject  of  inquiry?  A  great  part  of  the,  matter  in  proof  bad  cprae  out 
a?  it  were  by  accident,  in  her  various  examinations  j  and,,  how- 
ever, extraordinary  some  of  her  declarations  appeared  at  the  time* 
they  had  all  turned  out  to  be  founded  in  fact.  Many  of  the  casefc 
bad  been  mentioned  by  her  when  she  had  every  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  documents  which  could  substantiate  them,  had  been  de- 
stroyed at  Hampstead  [Hear,  hear"}.  When  she  firat  mentioned 
General  Covering,  was  she  not  disbelieved  ?  When  she  mentioned 
Dr  Q'Meara,  was  she  not  discredited  >  Was  not  the  case  the  same 
in  almost  every  other  instance,  and  yet  when  the  papers  were  pro* 
duced,  had  she  not  been  found  conect  and  well  founded  in  all  her/ 
statements  >  It  was  therefore  not  a  defect  of  memoiy  that  was  the 
fault  in  hei  evidence  She  did  forget  however,  and  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  state  it.  She  forgot  Tonyn's  ca^e,  and  even  after  she  had 
seen  the  examination  of  Sandon,  declared  that  she  did  notiemem- 
ber  mofe  than  she  did  befotc.  If  she  had  been  engaged  in  a  con* 
spiracy,  could  she  not  have  stared  that  she  recollected^  it ;  could 
she  not  have  said,  after  having  passed  a  uight  on  her  bed,  that  she 
then  did  call  to  mind  the  transaction  ?  She  had  said  the  samexif 
the  note,  and  yet  when  it  was  shewn  to  her,  she  instantly  admitted 
it  was  the  D.uke's  writing,  and  that  Sandon  must  have  stolen  it 
from,herv  £jad  they  not  seen  the  witness  Sandon  at  their  bar ;  did 
they  not  hear  his  evidence,  and  weie  they  not  aware  of  his  motives 
for  concealing  this  note  >  He  believed  him  capable  of  stealing  the 
Upte,  and  he  was  sure  the,  House  could  not  be  of  any  other  opinion,. 

He  hacLheipan  obseiVasion  to  make  upon  that  note,  which  had 
be&n  erroneously  called  a  mysterious  note,-  bnt  which  he  most  so- 
lemnly believed  to  be  the  hand-writingof  the  Divke  of  York.  Of 
this  he  was  convinced  fiom  the  following  consideration.  The  water- 
mark upon  the  paper  was  dated  1 803 :  the  writing  was  in  an  obscure 
manner;  it  was  addiessed  to1  a  feigned  namey  the  teimination  of  the 
note  itself  *',God  bless  \ou  j"  and  a  blur  which  appealed  towards 
th-e  bottom  upon  it.  This  last  cucumstance  amounted  to  a  strong* 
internal  evidence  of  the  authenticity  of  the  note.  An  Honourable 
Membei,  whom  he  did  not  see  in  his  place,  h&sLmade  the  ingenious 
rematk  u^on  this  note,  that  if  any  poison  had  intended  to  forge  rt, 
where  the  wilting  was  so  small  in  quantity,  he  would  rather  writa 
it  over  again  than  letain  it  with  that  blur.  Then  there  was  the 
testimony  of  Colonel  Gordon,  Generals  Rrownugg  and  Hope,  and 
of  the  Learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Adam)  all  of  whom  admitted 
tha£  the « hand- writing  was  like  that  of  his  Royal  Highness*  and 
none  of  them  would  say  that  it  was  not  his  hand-writing.  He  la- 
mented calling  persons  to  prove  the  hand-writing  by  comparison, 
and  hope.4  was  a  pi  ecedent  that  wou  Id  not  be^  followed.  The  prin- 
ciple, pfswh  a  judgment  was  defective,  for  a  person  wrote  various 
from  raiquB;  ,*|cdde»t$>  as  they  might  occur  at  a  moment,  some- 
thing 
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tiling  rpighft  deperidupon  the  ^apfcr,  something  upon  the  person* 
jnuch  upon  ,fche  fctate  ex  nerve,  or  upon  the  humour  at  the -tune  he 
wrote.  A  difference  would  take  place  in  the  hand- writing  accoi cling 
as  the  subject  might  be  agieeableor  disagreeable ;  and  a  thousand 
reasons  mightoccur  to  make  a  difference  in  one  hand-wi  iting,  and 
therefore  he  must*  protest  against  the  precedent  of  exannmuL,  the 
note  m  question*  by  comparison  of  hand-writing ;  but  as  it  v.a^  done,. 
thE  result  was,  that  this  note,  after  all,  was  the  hand-writing  of  the 
DukeofY©rk,  as  appealed  bv  the  evidence  of  three  witi  e^ses  outof 
the  four  who  «poke  to  the  hand  writing  $  and  the  one  who  dis- 
sented to  the  opinion  of  the  pthcis,  had  disabled  his  own  judgment, 
by  proving  that  for  many  years,  he-  had  been  wholl)  emplojed  m 
examining  nothing  but  signatmes/and  the  note  in  question  had  nb 
signature. 

In  older  to  inyahdate  the  testimony  of  Mi*.  Claike,  thejiuht 
Honourable  Gfsntiemau  and  theLearfed  Gentleman  who  had  jubt 
spoken,  had  adveited  to  some  contiadiction*  in  liei  evidence    t  he 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Burton)  had  stated  on  a  former  night  that 
these  contradictions  w£re  not  fewer  than  twenty-eight  in  numbey 
but  he^had  particuknzed  a  very  small  portion  of  them.    He  was, 
therefore,  left  to  consider  those  imputed  contradictions  which  #ad 
been  observed  upon  by  others.   The  first  contradiction  was  that  in 
which  her  testimony  is  supposed  to  be  invalidated  by  that  of  Mr, 
Knighf,  about  the  injunctions  to  secrecy  fi om  the  Duke  of.YoiL 
But  the  transaction  occuired  four  years  ago,  and  it  was  natural  to 
think  that  she  would  be  anxious  not  to  make  any  incautious  expo- 
sure of  hei  practices  lest  they  should  ~be  put  a  stop  to,    As  Xq  - 
what  had  been  s,aid  of  the,  husband  of  Mis  Claike,'  who  had  been 
supposed  to  have  been  only  a~  stone-mason,  and  a  person  of  meai> 
cir^cumstances,  although  Mrs.  Claike  had  said  he  was  a  man  ol  pro- 
perty, he  had  to  obsei  ve  to  the  House  what  he  did  not  qffer  as  evi*. 
dence,  but  observatson,  that  had  his  time  not  been  taken  up  so  en-^ 
tirely  as  it  was  duung  the  examination  in  this  case,  he  should  have 
learned  what  he  had  afterwatds  learned,  namely,  that  Mis.  Claike 
waa  correct  instating  that  her  husbands  father  was  a  man  of  pio- 
per4y  j  for  although  he  was  called  a  stone-mason  by  some,<  he  was.,*- 
inshort*  a  builder  of  consideiable  property,  kept  a  carriage  and 
fouj' Ji°ises»  left  his  widow  rich,  and  she  lived  in  a  splendid  man- 
ner.   He  left  also  eight  childien,  four  sons,  and  four  daughters, 
to  whom  he  left,  he  believed,^  two  thousand  pounds  a  piece,  but 
the  husband  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  l#emg  of  a  dissipated  turn,  soon  m- 
ined  himself  and  his  wife,  which  was  the  foundation  of  her  mis* 
fortune.  - 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  called  to  order,  and  ob-" 
served,  that  if  the  Noble  Lord.weie  now  examined  as  a  witness,  he 
would  not  fee  heard  in  stating  these  matters,  as  they  were  only 
hearsay,  and  the  House  would  hardly  hear  that  in  a  speech 
wfcjeji  it  would  not  allow  a  witness  to  state. 

Lord 
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Lord  Folkst one  said,  he  did  #ot  offer  what  he  had  to  submit 
as  evidence,  but  as  mere  statement;  but  other  Gentlemen  had 
Wbii  allowed  to  make  statements  of  facts,  particularly  the  Learn- 
ed Gentleman  who  spofce  last,  .w5hich  com  Id  only  depend  on  hear- 
say. Such  was  the  case  with  reference  to  the  mm  of  money  which 
the  Duke  of  York  had  allowed  to  Mr$>  Clarke,  f6r  the  supports? 
her  establishment.,— fi&a/-  /  hear  ! )t~ Butas  it  had  been  object^ 
cd  to,  he  should  not  persist  in  it.  *As  to  Mrs.  Clafke  having  been? 
called  Mrs.  Dowler,  there  really  was  nothing  in  it,*for  having, 
passed  under  that  name  at  an  hostel  was  a  thing  ptetty  much  of 
couise;  but  no  goods  had  been  sold  to  her  in  that  name,  nor  any 
ciedit  given  to  her  in  any  manner  whatever  in  that  character.' 
Nor  was  the  case  made  clearer  by  the  evidence  of  Mr.^Nicholls, 
of  Hampstead,  who  called  himself  a  baker.  He  believed4  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knew  pretty  well  whether  he  was  a 
baker  or  not  *.  As  to  what  Mis.  Claike  said  in  her  evidence,  that 
the  Duke  told  her,  that  if  she  was  clever,  she  need,  not  apply 
to  him,  it  was  met  with  a  general  obseivation,  that  the;thing  was 
improbable.  "Why*  Yes  (said  his  Lordship)  the  thing  was  cer- 
feuly  improbable ;  it  is  a  highly  improbable  thing  that  a  Royal 
Duke  should  mix  himself  m  transactions  so  dirtv  1  It  is  very  im- 
probable, certainly,  that  a  Royal  Duke  should  allow  his  mistress 
to  tiaffic  in  the  sale  of  Commissions  m  the  Army  of  wb,ich  he  » 
Commander  in  Chief;  but  if  he  has  actually  done  it,  where  is  the 
sense  in  talking  about  the  improbability  of  it  >— As  to  the  evidence 
of  Dowler,  k  had  been  said  that  he  had  disgraced  himself,  be- 
cause he  had  concealed  his  having  been  at  Reid's  Hotel  with 
IVfrs.  Clarke;  now,  that  was  not  a  misrepresentation  of  a  fact — 
it  was  of  no  importance  one  way  or  other— it  was  at  most  but 
an»  insignificant  concealment.  But  it  had  been  said,  that  it  wai 
ridiculous  to  suppose,  that  the  thoi^and  pounds,  said  by  Mr. 
Dowler,  to  have  been  given  to  Mis.  Clarke,  had  been  sriven  for 
an  officeainder  Government.  "  The.ans'vei  to  that  was/ that  the 
money  was  actually  paid,  and  that  the  office  was  actually  obtained, 
and  that  through  Mrs.  Clarke's  influence  with  the  Duke;  for  no 
other  person  appealed  in  the  whole  transaction,  but  Mrs  Clarke, 
the  Duke  of  York,  and  the  Punter  of  the  Gazette  in  which  the 
appointment  was  announced  And  a^  to  the  objection  which  wai 
stated,  that  the  father  of  Mi  Dowler,  who  was  a  prudent  trades- 
man, who  was  said  to  have  lent  the  money,  was  not  likely  to  do 
so,  to  enable  hi>  son  to  bestow  it  upon  Mrs.  Clarke;  it  was  an- 
swered, first,  that  the  fact  was  so,  secondly,  that  there  did  not  ap- 
pear  much  imprudence  in  a  father  who  laid  not  one  thousand 
pounds  to  procure  to  his  sob  thiee  bundled  pounds  a  year.  But 

*  H*re  there  wire  some  murmurs,  as  if  thi*  was  felt  a*  an  iU.beral  insi- 
nuation; fur  what  reason  did  not  transpire. 
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this  was  said  to  be  aft  infamous  conspiracy  between  Mrs.  Claike 
Mr*  Dowler,  to  slander  the  chaiaeter  of  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Dake  of  York.    This  was  asserted,  but  there  was  no  pi  oof  of  It  j 
nor  was  there  of  many  oth^r  assertions  which  had  been  made 
against  many  of  the  witnesses  ;  and  it  might  be  taken  for  gfahted, 
th^t  if  no  proof  was  adduced  on  these  matters,  it  was  because 
there  was  none  m  existence  'r  for  if  theie  was,  the  zeal,  diligence, 
and  activity  of  Mr.  Lowten,  Mr.  Wilkinson,  and  other  agents  of 
the  I>ul<e,  would  have  been  able  to  produce  it.    It  had  been  ar- 
gued, that  because  Miss  Taylor  did  lecollecf  precisely  the  phrase 
that  had  been  made  use  of,  that  therefore  she  ought  not  to  be  be- 
lieved.   She  never  had  been  Colonel  French  ;  and  it  must  be  al- 
lowed, that  the  expression,  if  used*  was  a  very  remarkable  one, 
and  likely  to  be  remeinbeied.    If  sire  had  visited  Mrs.  Clarke,  it 
should  be  recollected  that  she  was  a  relation  of  hers \  and  was 
Miss  Taylor  to  be  held  up  to  the  countiy'as  a  liar,  who  was  totally 
unworthy  of  credit,  for  no  other  reason  but  that  her  brother  had 
married  Mrs  ClarkeVsister ?  The  examination  had  already  proved 
of  the  most  serious  consequence  to  Miss  Tayloi ;  and  it  was  hard, , 
that  she  should  be  set  down  as  altogether  unwoithy  of  belief, 
merely  because  she  was  connected  with  Mis*  Clarke,  and  theiefore 
associated  with  her.    \t  must  occur  to  the  Honourable  Gentlemen 
om  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  there  were  numeious  instances 
among  the  higher  orders  in  life,  where  not  only  men  but  women 
of  character  did  associate  with  females,  whose  chaiacters  vveie 
very  doubtful,  and  perhaps  very  little  better  than  that  of  Mis. 
Clarke.  Now,  theie  ought  to  be  something  of  equal  justice  among 
the  different  oiders  of  society,  and  that  equal  justice  would  not  be 
done,  if  Miss  Taylor  was  to  be  discredited,  because  she  did  not  be- 
long to  the  highei  class  of  society,  and  because  her  parents  were 
poor*    The  examination  of  Miss  Ta)lor  had  been  conducted  in 
sueU  away  that  it  had  pioduced  her  absolute  luin.    flei  fathei 
wasia  ruined  man,  hei  mother  mjail  for  debt,  and  she,  a  Vutuous 
y<3unggni — he  should  lepeat,  a  viituous  young  gnlj  and  however 
the  Gentlemen  on  the  othei  .side  of  the  House  mi^ht  laugh  at  tie 
tarm,  he  would  say  theie  was  nothing  in  the  evidence,  nothing  in 
the  deportment  of  Miss  Ta- loi  at  theBai,  which  justified  them  in 
tfoeir  mermnent,  or  at  aH'contiadicted  the  justice  of  the-teimas 
applied  to  her — he  would  lepeat,  this  vn tuou&>  )oung  giil,  when 
her  family  was  m  such  distiess,  took  a  boaiding  school  foi  the  sup* 
port  ofheiself  and  her  youni^er  sisteu    She  had  a  dozen  pupils  be- 
fore she  Was  summoned  to  attend  that  House  as  a  witness,  and,in 
consequence* of  the  answers  which  had  been  extoited  from  her  in 
thocourse^f  her  examination,  nine  of  them  had  been  withdrawn. 
Her  creditors  soon  found  out  her  misfoi  tunes,  and  no  time  wasjosi 
in Jaymg  an  execution  on  her  goods;  her  furmtuie  had  been  all 
seized,  the  caipets  torn  off  the  floors,  and  she  herself  obliged  to 
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seek  anasvlumin  a  friend's  house.  And  yet  although  h\\ch 
distress  and  nun  had  been  occasioned  in  her  little  establish- 
ment, it  appeared  that  all  the  debts  which  she  owed  m  the 
woi  Id  amounted  only  to  about  120I. 

The  Noble  Lord  said  he  did  not  mean  to  impute  any  intenti- 
onal harshness  in  the  cross-examination,  either  to  his  Right 
Hon.  Friend,*  nor  to  the  Right  Hon.  Ctentiemm  oppositc'f 
without  having  any  personal  acquaintance  with  that  Right 
Hon.  Gentleman,  he  was  perfectly  convinced,  that  he  would 
be  one  of  the  last  menin  the  House  to  be  guilty  of  such  a  harsh, 
.ness  intentionally  {hear,  hear.)  He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
such  a  course  of  examination  might  not  have  been  necessity, 
and  he  was  sure  that  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  would 
not  have  resorted  to  it,  if  he  had  not  thought  it  necessary; 
but  he  could  not  give  the  same  measure  of  praise  to  otheis.  If 
there  was  in  that  House  a  Member  who  had  gone  about  m  all 
directions  to  find  out  evidence  to  impeach  Miss  Taylor— if 
having  previous  opportunity  of  examining  in  private  the  wit- 
ness he  meant  to  bung  forward,  hr  yet  chose  to  bring  forward 
at  random  those  charges  against  her  which  made  a  cross-ex- 
amination necessary,  which  was  so  useless  to  the  main  point  at 
iisue,  but  so  p-unful  to  the  feelings  of  the  wicn?as,  lie  would  say 
that  to  the  want  of  care  and  want  of  candour  of  that  Hon. 
Member,  this  cruelty  was  to  be  imputed.  If  Miss  Taylor 
is  now  to  be  considered  a  credible  witness  she  must  be 
consideied  m  the  same  light  on  every  other  occasion,  as  the 
same  reason  must  always  subsist,  namely,  thafher  paients  were 
poor,  and  that  Mrs.  Clarke  was  her  sister  in-law. 

As  to  the  contradictions  of  witnesses  at  the  Bar,  he  really  was 
not  sin  prised  if  Mrs.  Clarke  had  fallen  into  some  contradictions; 
but  he  was  really  surprised  that  she  had  not  fallen  into  more. 
When  a  woman  was  placed  at  the  Bar,  sui rounded  by  Gentle- 
men whom  she  had  never  seen  before,  examined  f nan  irregular 
manner,  and  for  such  a  length  of  ti.ne  that  she  was  ready  to 
drop  from  fatigue,  it  was  leally  wonieiful  that  she  had  fallen 
into  so  few  contradictions. 

He  must  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House  in  expressing 
an  opinion  very  different  from  what  had  been  generally  given 
with  respect  to  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Gordon.  Most  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  spoken  appealed  to  admire  his  wonderful  me- 
mory and  accuracy  of  statement.  He  considered  it  m  a  veiy 
different  light.  In  the  first  place,  he  thought  that  Col.  Gor- 
don, when  at  the  Bai,  exhibited  a  flippancy,  a  supeiiouty 
of  manner,  and  a  dictatorial  way  of  paving  opinions  to  th<* 
Hbuse,  which  was  by  no  means  proper  for  a  witness  at  their 
Bar.  He  could  have  hardly  assumed  a  more  dictatorial  man- 
ner 

*  The  Solicitor-General.  f  The  Cb?neollor  of  the  Excheqpei. 
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tier  if  lie  had  really  been  Commander  in  Chief,  as  hjs  evidence 
went  near  to  establish.    It  had  been  imputed  to  Mr.  Dowler 
asa  gieat  fault,  not  that  he  stated  what  was  false,  b|Ut  that  he 
concealed  the  truth*    Now  it  appeared  to  him,  that  this  charge 
seemed  to  apply  moie  .strongly  to  the  testimony  of  Colonel 
Gordon., On  the  first  da)  he  was  examined,  he  did  not  ^ay  a  word 
;ibout  the  pencil-mar^s  which  had  been  wntten  on  the  official 
document  respecting  \he  exchange  of  Colonels  Knight  and 
Jjiooke.    This  most  important  fact  was  only  discovered  acci- 
dentally,* when  he  was  ordered  several  nights  after  to  produce 
ether  documents.    Colonel  Got  don,  at  the  early  paitofbis  ex- 
amination, declared  that  it  was  an  invariable  nile  that  infeiior 
officers  could  never  rise  above  their  superiors  in  the  same  regi- 
ment.   It  afteiWards  however  turned  out  that  this  invaiiable 
rule  had  been  oftentimes  bioken,,  as  in  the  instances  of  Colonel 
^haw  and  others.    Colonel  Goidon  had  said  that  he  never 
knew  an  instance  of  a  person  being  promoted  vto  the  rank  of 
Captain  without  service,  and  when  be 'was  examined  on  the 
charge  respecting  Captain  Maling,  this  evidence  appeared  most 
conclusive.    The  charge  appealed  to  have  so  completely 
failed  in  the  proof  that  h,s  Right  Hon.  Fuend  wished  to  wth- 
draw.    (No,/  wot  however,    resounded  J?  ovi  the  i  other  side  of  the 
Home-)      'I  he   {jrbnds   of ,  his  Royal  Highness  triumphantly 
state,  that'this  cit^.ge  having  been  once  bi ought,  must  be  dis- 
posed of.    It  happened  that  a  question  or  two  moi-e  \  ut  to  Col,. 
Goidon,  ptoved  that  theie  was  another  Captain  Maling,  who 
had  been  raised  to  that,  lank  without  seeing  any  seivice,  and 
Hvith  whom  Colonel  Goidon  was  intimately  acquainted,  on 
meeting  himeveiy  day  in  his  office  ;  and  with  lespect  t&  whom 
the  change  did  apply.    The  mistake  which  his  Hon.  Friend 
had  made,  was  only  about  Chi istian, names,  and  yet  Colonel 
Goidon  never  chose  to  say  any  thing  about  the  other  Captain 
Maling,  toAvhom  he  knew  the  charge  did  apply,  till  a  direct 
question  was" accidentally  put  to  him,  which  he  was  of  course 
obliged  to  answer.    'Did  not  this  conduct  in  Colonel  Gordon 
lock  like  awilful  suppression  of  facts  most  important  in  the 
case  >    Colonel  Gordon  had  also  represented  at  first,  that  it 
■was  impossible  that  the  Duke  of  Yoik  could  expedite  the  'ex- 
change i  and  that  every  attempt  ofthat  sort  must  be  extiemely 
futile,  and  would  not  expedite  it  one  half  minute.    From  the 
evidence,  the  natural  impression  would  be,  that  the  Duke, 
could  not  have  inteifered,  as  his  interference  would  have  been 
futile  ;-and  yet,  afterwards  he  stated,  that  hf  did  not  mean  to 
say  the  Duke  might  not  foiward  it  at  albm  the  course  of  fhe 
negociation  in  consequence  of  such  application  j  but  that  after 
was  accomplished  his  Royal  Highness  had  not  power  to  pre- 
vent the  }.ionotion  thr^e  days  intervening  pnor  to  its  being 
-Gazetted. 

.He  found  himself  also  obliged  to  make  some  observation,  he 
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Hoped  it  would  be  without  offence,  on  some  contradictions  m: 
the  testimony  of  an  Honourable  Member*.    In  the  fast  place, 
that  Honourable  Gentleman  had  stated,  "  that  he  was  for  a 
"  long  time  perfectly  acquainted  with  the  pecuniary  transac- 
"  tionsof  his  Royal  Highness,  who  stated  to  him  all  his  em- 
*'*  bairassments  with  the  greatest  accuracy;  and  he  could  take 
**  it  upon  himself  to  say,  that  Mrs.  Clarke's  account  of  1 04ns 
"  negociated  for  the  Duke  of  Yoilf  was  untrue."  Afterwards^ 
it  appeared  by  his  ownevidence,  that  he  only  knew  a  pait  of 
the  Duke's  pecuniary  arrangements  ;,and  it  had  been  proved 
by  Mr.  Connie,  that  Mr.  Adam  himself  did  know  of  a  nego  - 
ciation  for  a  loan  for  io,oool. ;  afterwards  it  appeared  by  the; 
evidence  of  written  documents,  that  he  did  know  of,  and  was 
applied  to  by  Kennet,  who  proposed  to  negotiate  a  loan  for 
the  Duke  of  no  less  than  70,0001.  to  be  secured  by  annuity* 
/.There  appeared  another  very  great  contradiction  in  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Adam.    He  had  stated  that  he  lecollected  from, 
the  investigation  that  he  had  set  on  foot,  that  the  cause  of  se- 
paration between  t'»e  Duke  and  Mis.  Clarke  was  something 
about  a  bity  and  goods  delivered.     In  this,  he  appeared  to  be 
contradicted  by  the  men  who  conducted  tiie  investigation,  as 
neither  Mr,  Low  ten  or  Mi .  Wilkinson  confirmed  this  state- 
ment.   The  Honourable  Member  also  assented,  on  the  part  or 
his  Royal  Highness,  that  the  Duke  had  assured  hini  that  he- 
seldom,  or  he  might  say  nevervperuurted  Mrs.  Clarke  to  speak. 
to  him  about  military  matteis.    That  assertion,  hcw,ever, 
had  been  most  completely  disproved  by  the  Duke's  let- 
ters. 

Now,  when  it  was  shewn  that  both  Colonel  Gordon  and 
Mr,  Adam  had  fallen  into  those  inconsistencies  in  their  evi- 
dence j  when  it  was  recollected  that  those  Gentlemen  had 
been  examined  with  all  the  tenderness  and  respect  due  to 
their  rank  in  life,  and  that  Mrs*  Clarke,  oh  the  contrary, 
had  been  examined  in  a  hostile  way,  and  for  a  much  gi eater 
length  of  time  j  it  would  not  be  surprising  that  she  should 
have  fallen  into  some  contradictions  on  lesser  points,  when 
those  Gentlemen  had, fallen  into  contradictions  on  essential 
points.    It  would  be  recollected  that  Mrs*  Claike  had  been 
examined  eight  times,  for  near  three  hours  at  a  time  ;  that  she 
expeiienced  no  favour,  but,  on  the  contraiy,  was  examined 
on  every  subject  which  it  Would  be  most  painful  for  her  to 
answer  on;  and   some  of  those  contradictions,  which  had 
-bfen  relied  on,  had  come  out  at  the  end  of  such  a  long  and 
harrassmg  examination,  that  contradictions  might  naturally  be 
expected,     Considering  all  the  unfavourable  encumstances 
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under  which  she  was  examined,  he  really  thought  ihat  sfrfr 
was  as  good  and  creditable  a  witness  as  ever  a  ttended  at  the 
Bar  of,  that  House.  When  the  Twelve  Judges  Lad  laid  it 
down,  that  an  accomplice,  jf  considered  a  credible  witness,, 
was,  sufficient  to  prove  a  e<ue,  even  where  the  lite  of  a  sub. 
ject  was  at  stake,  he  should  say  that  believing  Mrs.  Cl.ike 
to  be,  m  every  iespect?  a  credible  witness,  it  was  rm  fiim 
opinion,  that  by  every  principle  of  law  and  leason,  the  Duke 
should  be  considered  guilty  of  the  gieatest  conuption— 
that  the  rase  did  not  reston  the  testimony  of  Mrs,  Clarke  alone* , 
for  never  was  the  evidence  of  any  accomplice  mote  fully  cor- 
roborated'. 

The  first  strong  circumstance  of  conoboration  was,  the 
ex  pence  qf  the  establishment  in  Gloucester-place.    Be>  was 
sm prised,  that  the  Learned  and  Hon.  Gentleman,  who  had 
preceded  him,*  had  travelled  out  of  the  record,  and  aigued 
upon  things  merely  asserted,  as  if  they. had  been  proved.  What 
sort  of  a  story  was  that  which  had  been  told  about  the  Duke's 
manner  of  drawing  on  his  bankers  >  If  the  Duke  wanted  200U 
£nd  meant  to  give  100I.  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  is' it  credible  that  lie 
would  have  taken  the  trouble  to  draw  two  drafts  instead  of 
one  ?    If  she  had  even  received  the  sums  stated  it  would 
-not  be  woncleiful,  as  she  was  known  to  be  a  thoughtless  wo- 
man, of  dissipated  and  expensive  habits,    Mrs.  Claike,  how- 
eve],  did  not  fo»  gel,  but  stated  particulars^  which  could  not  be 
contradicted^   She  had  said,  that  in  her  establishment  in  Glou, 
tei  place,  she  kepi  six  01  eight  horses,  two  cairiages,  eight  or 
mne  men-servants,  man- cook,  &c.  ,  t-hat  she  entertained  ex- 
pensively., gave  champagne,  and  lived  in  the  highest  style  in 
town  {  and  that  she  had  besides,  a  ccunti  y-hou^e,  where  two 
o-f  three  servants  were  always  kept.    Now,  whether  the  Duke 
allowed  her  one  thousand  a-year,  or  two  thousand,  it  was  evi- 
dently insufficient  to  support  "such  an  establishment.   ;jft  ap- 
pealed to  him  that  less  than_io,oool  a  year  would  not  have 
done  if.    He  was  sure  that  he  could  not  keep  up  such  appoint- 
ments under  io,oool.  a  year,  but  he  should  suppose  that  suc'h 
a  thoughtless  woman  as  -her  would  have  expended  above 
double  that  sura.    That  the  Duke  did  not  allow  her  mone'y 
sufficient  to  support  this  establishment,  was*a  thing  that  was 
highly  ptcbablc,  when  it  was  considered  that  the  Duke  was 
at  that  time  a  most  distressed  man,  as  she  had  represented  him 
to  be.    The  loan  that  he  was  negotiating  with  Rennet  at 
that  precise  time  shewed  that  he  was  a  ver,y  distressed  man. 
it  appeared  that  ia  consequence  of  this  'negociation  about  a 
loan,  Kennel  was  lecommended  by  the'  Duke  of  York  to  a  higk 
situation  j  and  it  was  contrived  that  Sir  Horace  Mann  sholiltl 
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)Se  applied  to  to  support  this  recommendation,'  in  order  to 
make  it  appear  more  regular.  This  Kennet  was  known  at 
the  time  to  be  a  man  of  the  worst  character,  and  afterwards 
stood  m  the  pillory.  Now  if  Kennet,  instead  of  applying  for 
himself,  had  happened  to  have  had  a  son  a  Captain,  whom  he 
Wished  to  be  promoted  to  a  Majority,  could  any  body  doubt 
but  that  it  would  havebeendone  for  the  corrupt  consideration' 
of  the  loan  that  was  to  be  negociated  ?  W*ho  would  then  be- 
fteve  that  being  ready  to  recommend  Kennet,  or  any  body  who' 
would  negociate  loans  for  him/being  distressed  as  he  had  been 
proved  to  be,  having  a  woman  whom  he  loved  so  passionately, 
and  whose  wishes  he  was  so  unable  tp  gratify,  (a  laugh))  he 
Could  have  refused  to  allow  her  to  receive  some-money  for 
her  interference  in  the  disposal  of  a  few  commissions?  # 

Before  he  concluded,  he  could  not  avoid  paying  his  tribute 
of  admiration  to  the  firmness  which  had  been 'displayed  by 
his  Honourable  Friend  in  bringing  foiward  these  charges,  and* 
in   the  investigation'  which  had'  so  long  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.    He  jiad  had  to  struggle  against  t'he  aiu 
thorjty  and  influence  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik.m  the  plenitude  of 
his  power,  and  at  the  head  of  an  a'imy  more,  extensive,  and 
fpgulated  in  a  more  arbitral y  mariner  than  at  any  former 
period.    He  had-to  contend  against  Ministers,  who  took  upon 
themselves  the  situation  of  Advocates  for  his  Royal  Highness,, 
rather  than  his  JfudgeS.    He  had  been  impeded  in  his  investi- 
gation, by  unwilling-witnesses,  from  whom  it  was  almost  iiru- 
possible  to  extract  the  truth;    After  his  Honourable  Friend 
hadfhst  brought  forward  his-  charges,  he  could  not  avoid 
hearing  hi-s  expulsion  rumomed  ;  and  yet  notwithstanding  all\ 
those  obstacles  and  difficulties,  he  had  come  forwaid  manful- 
ly to  his  case,  and  had  proved  it,  as  he  conceived,  to  the1 
perfect  satisfaction  of  every  unprejudiced  man.    It  was  to  be 
recollected  also  that  3  threat  of  infamy  had  been  thrown  out 
against  him  b^fa  Right  Hon,  Secretary*  in  the  most  offensive 
manner;    That  Right  Hon.  Gentleman  well  knew  how  to  as* 
sume  the  most  offensive  manner.    (A'  cry  of  Order). 

The  Speaker,,  iaa  miid  tone,  suggested  to  the  Noble  Lord' 
the  propriety  of  abstaining  from  personality. 

Be  would 'Say  that  he  he  did  not  believe  that  the  Right' 
Hon.>  Secretary  meant  to  apply  thisntermto  that  conspnacy 
which  had  been-talked  of,  as  his  meaning  was  endeavoured  to 
be  explained  away  by  some  of  his  friends,  but  that  he  did  not 
mean  what  he  said,  that  infamy  was  to*  attach  either  to  the- 
accused,  or  to  the  accuser,  and  he  had  repeated  the  word  ac- 
cuser, every  time  he  had  opened  Ins  mouth  since.  The  evi- 
dence was  nOw  over,  and  his  Honourable  Friend  had  not  only 
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proved  his  charges,  but  had  proved  a  great  -deal  more  than  ha 
had -stated,  and  yet  the  Right  honourable  Secretary  had  not 
yet  had  the  civihty  to  retiact  that  expression.  If  then  the 
Right  Honourable  Gentleman  should  not  express  by  his  vote 
that  the  infamy  attached  to  the  ^person  accused,  and  did  not 
withdraw  the  expression  with  respect  to  the  accuser,  h© 
thought  that  if  infamy  must  attach  somewhere,  it  should  re » 
jnain  with  him  who  had  used  the  expression.  This  threat  ap«, 
peaied  to  be  thrown  out  with  no  other  view  than  to  damp  the 
zeal  and  exertions  of  his  Honourable  Friend. 

Another  Right  Hon.  Gentleman*,  who  at  first  talked  of  a 
Jacobin  conspiracy,  had  the  manliness  to  disavow  any  inten- 
tion of  applying  the  term  in  any  degree  to  his  Honouiable 
Friend.    This  was  a  degree  of  manliness  which  he  hardly  ex- 
pected to  meet  from  the  Right  Hon.  Secretaiy. 

Another  Right  Honouable  Gentleman,  whq  commonly  sat 
on   the   same  side   of  the  Jrlpuse  as   himself  f ,  had  also- 
taken- upon  him  to   throw  down  |the  gauntlet  to  his  Hon. 
Friend,  and  to  animadvert  on  his  conduct,  because,  forsooth, 
he  had  not  taken  his  sage  advice  ' — Even  the  getting  tvitnes* 
»esto  give  evidence  at  the  bar  of  the  House,  was  a  matter  of 
the  utmost  difficulty.    It  was  viewed  with  equal  horror,  as 
/  if  the  persons  called  on  had  been  to  be  carried  as  culprits  to 
the  bar  of  the  Old  Bailey.    Now,  however,  instead  of  infamy* 
his  Honourable  Friend  would  be  loaded  wherever  he  went,  and 
by^eveiy  denomination  of  men,  with  honour,  love,  and  popu- 
larity j  and  he  hoped  the  vote  on  this  debate  would  satisfy 
the  expectations  ofthe  people.    Gentlemen  seemed  to  object 
1o  the  idea  th  it  the  sentence  of  that  House  was  to  be  judged 
of  by  the  country.    He  said  it  was-.    It  was  publicity  Gen- 
tlemen said  they  wanted.    That  his  Royal  -Highness  demand, 
ed  public  examination,  and  public  ^acquittal  ;  and  why  did 
they  now  complain  of  what  they  formerly  demanded  ?  The 
accounts  of  the  proceedings  of  this  Inquiry,  so  far  as  he  had 
s&een  them;  ^ere  astonisl  ingly  correct ;  but  tlie  public  would 
not  have  to  judge  from  garbled  accounts;  there-  weie  able 
men  out  of  door%  who  would  see  that  the  people  were  not  led 
astray.  ✓  * 

Betore  he  sat  down,  he  could  not  avoid  saying,  that  the 
House  had  ndw  an  opportunity  of  retrieving,  what  he  believed 
they  had  lost  in. public  opinion.  He  could  recommend  to 
them  nothing  better  than  to  lecollcct  that  prayer  which 
was  always  said  befoie  the  House  entered  .upon  business,  im- 
ploring the  Laid  "  to  enable  them  to  lay  aside  all  pnvate 
interests,  prejudices,  and  partial  atfecti<?ns.,>  If  they  did  so, 
and  came  to  the  vote  as  Judges,  and  not  advocates,  he  had 
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little  doubt  of  the  result,,  His  feeling  was  for  a  resolution 
much  stronger  than  what  was  proposed  ;  he  should  however, 
give  his  vote  most  sincerely  iu  favour  of  the  original  address 

Mr  Yorke  in  explanation  said,  that  he  never  had  intended 
to  insinuate  the  Honourable  Gentleman  who  had  brought 
forward  the  chaiges,,  was  in  any  degree  implicated  in  a  con« 
spiracy. 

Mr.  Adam  vindicated  the  evidence  which  he  had  given 
before  the  Committee,'  from  the  reflections  that  had  been 
thrown  upon  hum  by  the  Noble  Lord.    He  had  passed  a  long 
life,  he   trusted,  with  honour  and  integrity.    He  had  com- 
menced his  public  career  before  the   Noble  Lor d  was  born. 
He  had  the  honour  to  sit  in  Parliament  as  the  'Representative: 
•of  a  respectable  county,  and  he  hoped  that  his  political  conduct 
was  not/liable  to  any  imputation  of  incorectness.    It  was  na- 
tural  for-  him,  therefore,  after  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  Noble  Lord,  dnected  against  his  testimony, 
that  he  should  wish  to  set  himself  right  m  the  opinion  of  tire 
House  and  of  the  Country,  and  he  trusted  that  he  would  be 
able  to  satisfy  every  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  not 
even  excepting  the-Noble  Lord  himself,  that  the  evidence 
which  he  had  given  was  not  only  true,  but  that  it  was  strict- 
ly consistent.    Here  the  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentleman 
referred' to  the  printed  evidence,  and  shewed  that  his  testi- 
mony respecting  the  Financial  Concerns  of  the  Duke  of  York 
was  not  only  consistent  with  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Comrie,  but 
was  confirmed  by  it.    He  proved  that  the  evidence  which  he 
had  given 'respecting  the  cause  of  the  separation  between  his 
Royal  Highness  and  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  quite  consonant  with 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Lowteh,  and  the  paper  delivered  by  him 
to  the  Duke,  containing  the  result  of  an  investigation  institu- 
ted by  him  into  M**«  ClarkeVconduct,   that  his  representa- 
tion of  what  had  passed  relative  to  the  communication  from 
Sandon  to  Colonel  Hamilton  was  perfectly  accurate,,  and  that 
his  answer  in  answering  the  question,  whether  the  Duke  of 
York  had  ever  communicated  with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  milita- 
ry matteis,  he  had  been  particularly  guarded,  by  stating  to 
the  house  what  was  his  impression  of  the  fact. 
*    The  Honoui  able  Gentleman  next  adverted  to  the  pain  which 
some  remarks,  which  ha'd  been  made  in  a  weekly  publication 
"upon  his,,  son's  promotion  in  the  army  had  occasioned  him, 
and  iegietvted  thac  he  had  not  it  in  his  power  to  shew  to  the 
House,  thafthe  imputation  founded  upon  what  had  been )re«? 
presented  as  a  scandalous  circumstance,  "  that  the  baxcks  of  a 
thousand  men  should  be  submitted  to  a  youth  who  had  not 
J  yet  attained  the  a^e  of  twenty-one,'*  so  far  from  being  a  jus- 
tified fact,  was  most  illiberal  and  unfair,  anel  that  there  was 
siot  a  battalion  in  his  Majesty's  seivice  i$  which-  few ei  cor- 
ps- 


(   548  J 

i 

poral  punishments  were  inflicted,  or  in  which  better  military 
regulations  were  established.  m  m 

Having  made  these  few  prefatory  observations,  which  he- 
trusted  the  house  would  excuse,  he  should  not  trouble  thehi 
farther  with  any  thing  relative  to  himself,  but  should  proceed' 
"to  state  the  grounds  upon  which  he  should  give  his  vote  upon- 
the  important  question  wjrich  had  so  long  engaged  their  at- 
tention.   He  never  could  forget  when  called  upon  to  act  in  a 
judicial  capacity,  the  admirable  maxim  of  Lord  Bacon,  that  in? 
ail  cases  of  this  nsltuie  "  Persons  whp  were  called  upon  to  sit , 
as  judges  ought  not  to  contend  for  prizes  by  displays  of  wit; 
but  that  which  they  ought  to  carry,  the  Lanthern  of  Justice 
(which  is  the  evidence)  Straight  before  them  to  light  them 
to  a  just  conclusion."  The  question  now  before  the  House  was* 
whether  they  ought  to  come  to  a  Resolution  upon  the  merits 
of  the  case,  before  they  voted  an  addiess.    He  fur  one  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion,  that  they  ought  to  come  to  a  resolution 
because  it  would  not   embarrass   them  in    adopting  any 
after  proceedings,  and  because  in  acting  upon  a  clear  con- 
viction either  of  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  Commander  in- 
Chief  they  would  be  enabled  to  shape  the  address  in  con- 
formity with  that  conviction.    In   forming  this  resolution 
they  would  be  guided  by  the  evidence!  he  should  theiefore 
state  the  impression  this  evidence  had  lett  upon  his  mind. 
In  the  first  place,  in  order  duly  to  estimate  its  weight,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary,  to  attend  to  the  plan  upon  which  Mrs. 
Clarke  acted  in,  her  system  of  commission  broking.     a  he 
strictest  injunctions  of  seciecy  were  given  to  all  her  agents,  as 
has  been  proved  by  Mr. Knight,  Donovan,Sandon  and  otheis, 
to  whom  she  uniformly  expressed  a  wish  that  the  tiansactions 
which  passed  between  them  should  be  carefully  concealed, 
and  that  all  her  letters  should  be  binned,  wheieas  in  that 
House  she  had  represented  herself  as  acting  wtth  the  greatest 
openness,  and  affixing  her  lists  and  applications  m  such  places 
as  must  have  exposed  them  to  the  notice  of  all  the  servants  in 
her  house.    Tins  circumstance,  then,  ought  to  be  kept  in 
view  as  a  oeneial  due  to  her  testimony.    The  general  plan  of 
the  accusation  w-s,  that  her  testimony  was  brought  forward 
as  the  ground-work  of  each  distinct  charge  for  this  purpose  of 
proving  not  only  interference,  but  corrupt  interteience,  and 
this  testimony  it  was  endeavoured  to  establish  by  eontiimato- 
rv  circumstances.    The  weight  of  these  confirmatory  circum* 
stances  Upon  the  different  charges  of  Knight's  exchange, 
French's  levy,  and  Tonyn's  promotion,  the  Honourable-and' 
Learned  Gentlemen  endeavoured  to  invalidate.   Upon  the  first 
of  these  three  changes  the  confii  mtftory  evidence  was  founded 
upon  the  change  of  the  note.    Mrs.  Claikehad  at  first  assented 
that  the  note  was  changed  by  a  servant  of  the  Duke  ot  Yoik^ 
but  she  had  aftcrwdids  stated  it  to  have  been  changed  by 
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Picrson  her  own  bailer,  at  his  Royal  Bighness's  desire, 
aihis  wine-merchantV  By  the  evidence*  however,  ot  Pier- 
son^  j he  note  wab  said  to  have  been  changed,  not  at  the 
Dukes's  win'e- merchant,  but  at  a  confectioner's'  m  Bond- 
street,  and  when  the.confectioner  was  called,  it  turned  out  that 
no  such  no.teliad  been  changed.  The  confirmatory '  evidence 
upori'the'flfot  chaige  was  thus  entuely  done  away,  and  when 
as'was  the  case,  it  was  found  that  all  the  official  documents  ie« 
latiYeto  the  exchange  were  perfectly  in  order,  there  was 
every  reason  to  presume,  that  for  this  part  of  the  accusation 
there  wis  not  any  giound  whatever,  farther  than  tjje  mere 
affirmation  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  who  stood  in  '  the  character  of  ac- 
cuser. 

Upon  the  charges  connected  with  Colonel  French's  levy, 
there  were  two  confirmatory  circumstances — -first,  what  regards 
the  plate,  and  the  second  respecting  the  dissolution  or  the 
corps,  fle  begged  the  house  to  remark,  that  there-was  no  evi- 
dence before  them  to  shew  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  any 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  500b  wrnch  Mrs.  Clarke  had  £aid 
on  account  to  Birkett  was  deiivdd  from  any  improper  souice, 
or  that  he  was  acquainted  with  the  circumstance  of  its  hiving 
once  belonged  to  the  Ducde  Herri.  And  as  to -the  dissdnuoji 
©f  the  Corps  he  could  not  conceive  any  thing  which  coubl  have 
redounded  more  to  the  credit  of  the  Commander  «i  11- Chief  « ban 
either  jthe  measure  itself,  or  the  time  and  manner  in  which  it 
was  carried  inlo  effect.  Upon  the  evidence  of  Miss  Ta/lor  as 
connected  with  this  charge,  -Mr.  Adam  went  into  an  ingeni- 
ous [discussion  of  the  value  of  verbal  testimony,  in  wlrtch  he 
quoted  the  authority  of  Judge  Blackstone  and  Mr.  Justice  Fos~ 
ter,  lor  the  purpose  of  shewing  how  liable  this  species  of  evi-. 
dence  is  at  all  times  to  misconstruction,  and  misrepresentation, 
so  that  a  witness  who  even  wished  and  meant  to  speak  the 
truth,  might  often  himself  be  misled,  and  lead  others  intp 
error.  Without,  therefore,  re iiec ting  at  all  upon  the  charac- 
ter or  veracity  of  Miss  Taylor,  he  did  not  think  that  hei  re- 
port of  an  expression  which  she  said  she  had  heard  at  such  4. 
distance  of  time' fall  from  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  ought  to  be 
'taken  as  evidence  sufficient  to  substantiate  the  charge,  par- 
ticularly when  u  appeared  thatjsven  she  herself  bad  not  till 
lately,  recollected  such  an  expression  to  have  be^n  used  5  and 
when  it  was  consideied  that  even  in  giving  her  evidenceushe 
had  not  spoken  positively  to  fact,  but  confined  herself  to 
saying  that  she  merely  thinks  his  Royal  Highness  in  conver* 
satiori' said  some  such  thing  to  Mrs.  Clarke  lh  her  presence. 
It  was  also  worthy  of  observation,  that  the  Honourable 
Gentleman  in  opening  the  charges,"  had  not  mentioned  this 
as  part  of  the  evidence  which  he  would  adduce,  though, 
he  had  gone  over  most  of  the  other  circumstances  by  which 
these  charges  had  been  supported.    Neither  had  Mrs.  Clarke 
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any  recollection  of  this  conversation  haying  passed,  and  nont? 
of  her  servants  remembered  ever  having  seen  Miss  Taylor 
at  her  house,  in  company  with  his  Royal  Highness.  He  like- 
wise contended,  that  the  time  at  which  Miss  Taylor  lepie- 
sented  this  conversation  as  having  passed,  was  long  after  the 
dissolution  of  Colonel  Fiench's  Coips  ;  and  if  her  memory  was 
defective  as  to  facts  and  circumstances,  it  was  surely  much 
more  conceivable  that  it  might  be  unfaithful  in  iecalling  any 
particular  words  that  passed;  in  short, take  it  in  every  possible 
way  such  testimony  as  this,  which  according  to  the  opinion  of 
the  ablest  lawyers  is  at  all  times  objectionable,  and  which  in 
the  present  instance  was  marked  w  ith  such  strong  circumstances 
of  uncertainty  and  suspicion,  was  not  suielyofa  nature  to  con- 
vict thcDuke  of  York  of  a  charge  of  connivance  and  corruption* 
And  when  all  the  confhmatory  evidence  was  removed,  there 
was  nothing  but  the  allegations  of  Mrs,  Claike  m  suppoit  of 
the  accusation.  ' 

The  only  circumstantial  evidence  connected  with  Major 
Tonyn's  piomotion  was  the  note,  which,,  even  though  it  was 
supposed  to  be  in  the  hand  v\  riting  of  his  Royal  Highness', 
was  of  no  value  whatever,  except  it  could  be  connected  by  djte 
with  the  datc~  of  the  Gazette  in  which  this  promotion  was 
announced-  Mr.  Adam  declined  going  further  into  the  evi- 
dence, but  he  expressed  his  surprise,  that  a  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman*  at  the  same  time  that  he  acquitted  his  Royal 
Highness  of  all  paiticipationor  connivance  at  conniption  coufd 
yiopose  punishing  him  by  removing  him  from  an  office,  which 
he  had  discharged  with  so  much  honour  to  himself  and  with  so 
much  benefit  to  the  army.  He  assured  the  House  that  he  had 
never  been  a  flatterer  of  flie  Duke  of  York.  He  had  at  all 
times  given  him  his  advice  with  ffankness  and  sincenty,  and  he 
had  uniformly  found  in  his  Royal  Highness  a  disposition  to 
follow  it  with  cheerfulness.  When  he  had  bioken  off  his 
connection  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  he  had  done  it  without  feai  or 
apprehension  of  any  disclosures  which  it  might  be  m  her 
power >  to  make  vnfavourable  to  his  character.  Before  sit- 
ting down,  he  requested  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  he 
mentioned  one  encu instance, which  had  occurred  the  other  day, 
and  which  he  was  confident  theliouse  would  think  with  him  le- 
dounded  much  to  the  honour  of  theComniander-in-Cluef, — One 
day  he  had  waited  upon  his  Royal  Highness,  while  the  present 
negociation  was  pending  ,  and  when  his  heart  was  big  with  his 
misfortune,  and  his  eyes  moistened  with  tears,  but  still  he  was 
occupied  with  the  duties  of  his  office,  and'  attention  for  the 
interest  of  a  gallant  and  merrtorious  officer  It  was, perhaps  m 
the  knowledge  of  the  House,  that  Gene'ralGraham's  prdmotioji 
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l^ad  been  obstructed.  This  gallant  officerfought  at  Corunna, 
stood  by  the  side  ofSir  JohnNMoore  when  he  fell;  and  foi  his 
conduct  in  the  late  campaign,  was  warmly  recommended  by 
General  Hope  to  theattention  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  Oa 
that  day  his  Royal  Highness  infoimed  h^no,  that  notwithstanding 
the  anxiety  of  his  mind,  he  had  been  wilting  a  long  reasoned 
letter  to  the  King  in  General  Giaham's  benalf.  Me  mentioned 
this  circumstance  not  only  for  the  purpose  of  shewing  his  Royal 
Highness's  i-nweaiied.  attention  to  the  good  of  the  service  ;  but 
of  suggesting  the  manner  in  which  it  was  possible,  Mrs. 
Clarke  might  on  some  occasions  have  obtained  her  informa- 
tion or  the  situation  and  prospects  of  individual  officers.  He 
sat  down  expressing  his  full  conviction,  that  the  House 
v  ould  adqpt  the  resolution,  because  it  was  a  measure  of  jus- 
tice, and  negative  the  address,  because  it  was  a  measure  of  ob-r 
struct  ion. 

I  Mt.  Barham  thought  at  that  late  hour,  (a  quarter  before 
three)  the  Ilo,use  ought  to  adjourn. — (A  ay  of  Go  on,  go*pn«) 

Mr.  W.  Smith  rose  amid  loud  cues  of  4djourn,  adjourn, 
And  said,  that  in  the  few  observations  he  had   to  offer,  he, 
tvoald  be  as  bnef  as  possible,  touching  merely  upon  such 
points  as,  m  Ins  conception,  the  forrrer  speakers  had  neg- 
lected.   He  complimented    the  Honourable  Gentlem-en  who 
who  had  just  sat  down,  upon  the  perspicuity  and  independence 
of  statement — it  had  done  him  honour.    He  also  paid,  what 
he   thought,  a  just  tribute  of  applause  to    the  Honourable 
Mover  ot  this  question,  who,  as  he  had  all  the  lesponsibihty/ 
ought  to  have  all  the  credit.    He  was  well  aware,  that  in  the 
pi  esent  stage  of  their  proceedings,  from  the  agitation  of  the 
public  mind,  the  most  severe  vote  which  the  house  could 
pass,  would  be  the  most  popular  {Hear,  hear)  ;  but  he  could 
not  be  led  by  even  the  popular  voice,  much  as  he  might  re- 
spect it,  and  ready  as  he  was  to  admit  an  acquiescence  m  the 
wishes  of  his  constituents. 

He  would  touch  upon  four  cases  which,  in  his  opinion,  were 
material  : — the  first  was  that'  of  the  note  which  had  been 
so  much  the  subject  of  discussion  ;  he  was  well  convinced  of 
its  authenticity,  and  particulaily  noticed,  that  the  paper  on 
which  the  note  was  written  was  the  same  on  vihich  all  those  of 
the,  Duke  were  wntfcen,whiie  it  differed  from  I  hat  of  those  w  hich 
were  owned  by  Mrs.  Clarke.  The  sjcond  point  was  the  case  of 
Carter,  and  this  he  should  not  have  noticed,  but  thai  he  con- 
sidered it  leaving  aside  the  source  from  whence  the  piomotioa 
emanated,  a  most  generous  act.  Had  he  met  the  circumstance 
abstractedly  irfany  book,  he  should  have  pronounced  it  such. 
The  third,  case  was  that  of  Major  Tuinei  ar>d  Mis.  Suther- 
land, and  this  he  touched  ononly  to  say  that  he  was  to  the  full 
m%  much  inclined  to  credit  -the  evidence  of  Mrs,  Sutheilund 
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as  of  Mrs.  Claike.  The  fourth  case  was  that  of  Miss  Taylor  ; 
he  thought  her  most  cruelly  treated — the  cioss  examinations 
which  she,  an  unwilling  witness,  was  made  to  enduie  most  im- 
Tiecessai  ily,  had  aimed  not  only  at  her  character,  but  at  her 
subsistence,  vvhich  depended  upon  that  character.  Be  here 
could  nothelp  deprecating  the  usual  mode  of  examination 
even  of  the  most  eminent  m  the  ordinary  Courts  of  Justice, 
so  trying  to»the  feelings  of  a  witness. 

fi£  now  came  to  the  main  point,  and  he  must  sa*y,  he  could 
by  no  means  consider  the  Duke  of  York  guilty  of  a  paiticipa- 
tion  in  the  guilty  proceedings  which  had  come  to  light  ; 
lie  could  condemn  no  man  on  the  uncorroborated  testimony  of 
Mrs.  Claike,  he  acknowledged  her  talents,  and  he  held  her 
upas  an  instance  of  their  perversion.  Under  this  impression 
he  would  vote  for  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Honour- 
able Gentleman  on  the  floor  *  as,  in  his  mind,  it  went  to 
acquit  the  royal  personage  of  a  knowledge  of  her  guilt  ; 
Tuit  although  upon  the  testimony  of  those  two  witnesses,  un- 
supported, he  could  not  agree  to  inculpate  his  Royal  Highness 
on  any  charge  ot  conupt  concern  or  connivance  in  the  trans- 
action now  under  consideration,  he  was  still  of  opinion  that 
the  existence  of  those  transactions  was  fully  made  out  under 
the  subsequent  testimonies  adduced,  and  t hat  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  the  House  to  shut  their  eves  against  them.  % 

He  much  disapproved  of'the  mannei  adopted  by  some  Ho- 
nourable Gentlemen  in  ihe  cioss  examination  of  certain  wit- 
nesses, and  particnlaily  Miss  Taylor.  This  manner  of  crosp- 
examination  towaids  v  ltnesses  of  eveiy  description,  was  the 
reproach  of  our  Comes  of  Justice,  and  constantly  adopted 
by  gentlemen  of  the  bar,  on  the  plea  of  sifting  out  the  truth. 
Every  endeavour  was  used  in  such  cases  to  browbeat  witnes- 
ses, and  to  throw  odium  on  their  chatacters,  under  an  idea 
that  those  witnesses  were  never  again  to  bejseen;  and  this 
conduct  was  suffered  under  an  idea  that  it  was  protected  by 
the  court,  although  it  would  not  be  borne  in  any  other  place. 
But  though  this  might  be' the  case  in  a  Couit  of  justice, 
there  was  no  apology  for  it  in  the  case  of  Miss  Taylor,  es- 
pecially coming  fiom  those  who  having  under  their  command 
the  whole  body  of  tax-gatherers  and  police  officers,  had  in- 
numerable means  of  inquiring  into  the  reputation  of  Miss  Tay- 
lor, and  might  have  brought  hei  to  the  bar  day  after  day 
foi  reexamination.  They  might  have  sent  the  Collectors  pf 
income-tax,  who  exercised  every  where  an  inquisitorial  vigu 
lanes  ;  they  might  have  sent  Tewnsaid,  Macmanvs,  or  any  other 
of  the  Bow  street  officers  to  enqune  her  chaiacter  in  her 
neighbourhood,  without  the  necessity  of  outraging  cveiy  feed- 
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ing  of  female  dehqacy  in  such  a  cross  examination  a^Sthe  sus- 
tained aj;  the  bar  tt>  .discredit  het;  evidence.    But  from  the 
testimony  of  tlj.is^  and  several  subsequent  wi^esses,  and  the 
number  of  letters  which  had  been  produced,  it  was  impos- 
sible to,  doubt  the  existence  of  such  transactions  :  &hey  hard- 
ly rested  even *  upon  these  proofs  -t  their  notoriety  was  in 
every  one's  mouth,   and  he  wafs   sony  they  made  impres- 
sions in  quarters  where  suchimpressionsxnight  not  to  hav;e  been 
made  ;  otherwise,  how  could  it  happen  that  an  old  military 
officer,  like  Captain  Tonyn,  the  son  of  an  old  general  of  high 
reputation  in  the  service,  should  Jiave  been  induced  to  apply 
for  military  promotion  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  instead  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief?  fiow  should  General  Clavering  be  le^  to 
the  same  channel  of  application  \  There  could  not  be  a  d,oubl 
that  riis  Royal  Highness  had  held  conversation  and  corre- 
spondence with  this  woman  upon  military  affairs,  which  he 
ought  not  to  have  done  ;  and  this  being  the  case,  it  was  im- 
possible the  House,  as  the    Grand  In^  .ebt  of  the  Nation* 
couldj  in  consistency  with  the  dignity  oi  its  own  char|cter* 
pass  by  the  proofs  befoie  them  without  expressing  some  eea* 
sure  upon  such  transactions- 
Feeling  this  ,to  be  the  case,  he  must  consider  the  original 
address  (by  Mr.  Wardle)  fully  justified^  and  could  not  aj*ree 
with  that  proposed  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman* 
which  must  be  considered  by  the  moderateyand  rational  part 
of  the  people  out  of  doors  (he  did  not  mean  the  -heated  mul- 
titude) and  by  posterity,  a  piece  of  timid  adulation,-  M  if 
they  were  afraid  to  speak  their  honest  sentiments,,  and  dared 
not  offer  the  Vitter  draught  of  censure  without  palliating  it 
by  so  much  sweet  as  to  render  it  palatable*    He  would  ask, 
would  the  House  of  Commons,  after  all  the  proofs*  it  had 
heard,  instead  of  censure,  vot**  an  Address,  which  was  an  echo 
to  the  letter  of  the  party  accused,  to  say  nothing  of  the  in- 
terference of  that  letter  with  then*  privileges  and  proceedings  ? 
With  respect  to  the  immorality  of  those  transactions,  had  it 
been  confined  to  the  piivate  conduct  of  the  Royal  Duke, he  for 
one  should  have  thought  any  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
House  wholly  improper;  but  when  it  extended  to  public 
concerns,  and  to  the  honour  and  well  being  of  the  army*  the 
case  was  quite  different,  and  the  House  should  not  pass  it 
unnoticed.  It  was  for  the  happiness  and  security  of  the*  country 
that  a  censorial  power  should  exist  somewhere,  to  controui.  the 
public  conduct  of  public  men.    The  standard  of  molality  was 
most  materially  connected  with  the  happiness,  the  well-being, 
and  prosperity  of  their  country,  and  every  thing  dear%t<o  its  in- 
habitants, more  especially  at  a  period  when  we  saw  so  many 
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thrones  in  Europe  overturned,  principally  through  the  vices 
of  Governments.  He  was  convinced  from  historical  evidence 
that  millions  "of  \he- people  of  this  country  would  rather  have 
stood  up  for  Oliver  Cromwell,  even  under  the  semblance  of 
morality,  than  for  the  Monarch  who  succeeded  him,  had 
they  been  aware  of  the  vices  of  his  reign  ;  and  he  was  con- 
fident the  brother  and  successor  of  that  Monarch  owed  the 
loss  jof  ^ his  Crown,  more  to   the  vices  of  his  family  than 
any  other  cause.    His  own  political  opinions,  he  said,  had 
been  too  often  evinced  in  that  House  in  the  last  twenty  year* 
to  require  from  him  any  profession  now.    He  had  fiequent 
occasions  to  condemn  many  and  disastrous  political  events, 
which   had   occurred  \in   this  country,   in    present  reign, 
and  particularly  about  the  period  of  the  the  French  Revolu- 
tion, and  he  was  confident  that  the  monarch  of  this  country, 
at  that  eventful  period,  was  more  indebted  for  the  security 
^of  his  Crown  to  jthe  eminent  and  exemplary  virtues  that 
have  through  life  adorned  his  private  character,  than  to  any 
ether  cause  ;  for  the  people,  under  every   difficulty,  were 
satisfied  to  rest  under  the  jaichof  the  Constitution,  where 
they  found  the  keystone  sound.     Having  now  delivered  his 
sentiments  fuily  on  this  subject,  he  thanked  the  House  for 
their  indulgence,  and  left  them  to  adopt  their  own  decision. 

Adjourned  at  four  o'clock  in  the  morning  to 

Monday,  March  13. 

The  order  of  the  Day  for  renewing  the  adjourned  debate 
being  read — 

Mr.CuRWEN  said  he  had  a  letter  to  read  from  a  very  respect- 
able officer,  well  known  to  an  Honourable  General  opposite, 
which  letter  he  hoped  the  indulgence  of  the  House  would  per- 
mit him  to  read.    He  then  proceeded  to  read — "  Captain 

Spedding  cannot  help  expressing  his  deepest  concern  to  find 
that  hisvname  has  been  introduced" — 

Mr.  Whitbread  suggested  to  his  Honourable  Friend  the 
propriety  ot  deferring  reading  the  letter  to  another  and  a  better 
opportunity.  The  letter  would  in  the  mean  time  be  safe  in 
his  possession.    To  this  Mr.  Curwen  acceded. 

The  Secretary  at  War,  rose  to  oppose  the  address 
moved  by  the  Honourable  Gentlemen  *  who'  had  declared 
"  that  although  no  charge  of  corruption  had  been  established 
"  against  his  Royal  Highness,  yet  that  the  House  had  been 
u  put  in  possession  of  facts  sufficient  to  induce  them  to  be- 
"  lieve  that  his  Royal  Highness  must  have  entertained  a  suspi- 
"  cion  of  the  abuses  that  existed  ;  and  consequently  that  it  was 
"  their  duty  to  agree  to  a  proposition,  the  tendency  of  which 
"  was,  ta  deprive  him  of  the  command  of  the  army."  He 
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felt  his  task  considerably  lightened  by  the  conviction,  that  a 
great  majority  of  that  House  placed  no  reliance  whatever  on  the 
testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke. — (A  partial  cry  of  no,  no  !  and very 
generally  of  hear,  hear  /)— At  least  such  was  his  understanding  of 
the  opinion  of  the,  greater  part_  of  those  with  whom  he  had  the 
honour  to  communicate.  If  it  were  not  so,  if  the  testimony  of 
Mi  s.Clarke  were  to  be  credited,  there  could  be  no  question  but 
that  his  Royal  Highness  must  be  immediately  condemned  ;  but 
he  was  firmly  of  opinion,  that  in  the  most  material  parts  of  her 
evidence,  Mrs.  Clarke  was  disbelieved  by  a  great  majority 
of  that  House  ;  there  was  not  one  of  the  cases  that  had  been 
adduced  in  which, Mrs.  Clarke  had  not  directly  contradicted 
herself. 

The  Honourable  Gentlemen,  on  the  other  side  maintained 
two  opinions,  either  that  the  Duke  of  York  had  himself  been 
guilty  of  corrupt  practices,  or  that  the  circumstances  were  so 
glaring  that  it  was  impossible  but  he  must  have  suspected  their 
existence  in  others.     Both   these  positions  he  completely 
denied,  and  he  trusted  that  the  House  would  be  persuaded  his 
denial  was  not  founded  on  light  grounds.    To  shew  that  it 
was  not  so,  he  would  enter  into  an  examination  of  the  various 
cases  that  had   been  brought  forward.      And  first  with  re- 
spect to  that  of  the  exchange  between  Colonel  Brooke  and 
Colonel  Knight.    It  was  evident  in  this  instance,  that  Mis. 
Clarke's  object  was  to  procure  money,  by  pretending  that  the 
gazetting  of  thst  exchange  was  asctibable  to  her  influence 
alone.    But  she  had  evinced  an  ignorance  of  the  usual  course 
of  such  proceedings,  which  in  his  mind  was  the  stioBgest 
proof  that  the  communication  between  her  and  his  Royal 
Highness  on  military  subjects  was  far  from  being  as  unre- 
served as  she  pretended.    Mis.  Clarke  observed  that  she  had 
made  the  application  to  the   Duke  of  York  two  or  three  days 
before  the  exchange  was  notified  in  the  Gazette.,   Now,  it  was 
well  known  to  those  who  were  conversant  with  the  details  of 
military  office,  that  a  much  longei  time  must  elapse  after  the 
approbation  of  the  Commander  m  Chief  was  expressed  of  any 
transaction  of  that  naturev  before  it  could  be  so  declared  to 
the  public     This  ignorance  on  the  part  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was 
by  no  means  reconcilable  with  the  profession  that  she  possessed 
that  undue  influence  over  his  Royal  Highness  which  had  been  . 
described  to  her  ;    for  in  that  case,  would  she  not  have  made 
it  her  business  to  render  herself  perfectly  conversant  in  all 
those  forms  and   details   of   office   by    which   her  object 
would  have  been  forwarded  ? 

He  took  this  opportunity,  as  he  was  speaking  of  official  busi- 
ttess,  to  defend  Colonel  Gordon  from  the  imputation  of  want 
of  candour,  which  had  been  thrown  upon  him  from  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  ;  and  explained  in  a  very  satisfactory 
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jpanner,  the  evidence  which  Colonel  Gordon  gave  at  the  bar, 
with  respect  to  the  usual  couiseof  military  exchanges  and 
promotions. 

As  to  Colonel  French's  levy,  which  was  stated  to  have  cost 
the  country  150,000].  he  could  assure  the  House  that  it  never 
amounted  to  9,000!.  they  were  raised  upon  an  average  at  about 
forty  guineas  each  man  ;  and  when  it  was  consideied  that  his 
Royal  Highness  put  an  end  to  that  levy  in  the  way  he  did,  he 
believed  it  would  be  veiygood  proof  that  Mrs  Clarke  had  no 
indirect  influence  over  his  mind  in  matieis  of  a  military  natuie; 
when  it  was  reflected  that  by  the  dissolution  of  that  levy, 
she  lost,  by  her  own  account,  a  guinea  a  man,  for  every  man 
that  was  to  be  laised.  Respecting  the  note*  delivered  in  by 
Sandon,  although  some  strong  opinions  were  delivered  as  to  its 
authenticity,  still,  however,  it  meant  either  so  little,  or  so 
much,  that  no  one  living  could  fix  with  certainty  the  real 
object  of  it,  and  therefore  it  would  be  too  much  to  fix  his 
Royal  Highness  with  the  charge  of  corruptidn  upon  an  un- 
intelligible scroll,  and  most  certainly  not  in  itself  sufficient  to 
go  the  length  of  proving  the  power  of  Mrs.  Cbrke's  influence 
over  the  Duke.  After  passing  some  general  stuctures  on 
other  parts  of  the  evidence,  the  Right  Honourable  Secretary 
proceeded  to  notice  the  establishment  at  Gloucestei  P!  ce, 
and  he  argued  that  it  did  not  consist  of  such  a  retinue  as 
would  warrant  the  Noble  Lord  *,  to  s«y  that  it  was  maintained 
at  an  exp^nce  of  ie,oool.  There  was  but  a  coachman  and  two 
footmen^  a  butler  and  an  under  butlei,  and  sometimes  an 
extra  mank£ook.  There  never  was  moie  than  one  cairiage, 
althougr/there  might  have  beeri  more  than  one  pair  of  horses, 
and  the  ^roafd  seivants  were  rather  limited,  in  number  than 
otherwise*  It  therefoie  could  not  be  contended  that  the  esta- 
blishment there  came  to  the  immense  sum  of  io,oooL  a  year: 
consequently  his  Royal  Highness  could  not  be  charged  with 
being  an  eye-witness  to  such  an  expenditure,  or  privy  tot-he 
costly  expence  of  such  an  establishment,  or  be  supposed  to 
connive  at  its  snppoit  by  conupt  and  foul  means.  The 
Right  Honourable  Gentleman  then  drew  a  companson  of 
the  admirable  state  of  discipline  in  which  our  army  is  at 
present  to  that  in  which  it  was  when  he  first  took  the  com- 
mand, stated  this  to  be  the  result  of  his  activity  and  atten- 
tion, and  trusted  the  House  would  not,  by  their  vote,  deprive 
the  couniry  of  his  future  services 

Sir  Francis  Burdftt  observed,  that  he  never  felt  more 
dlffisulty  than  he  did  in  thei>  using  to  peifoim  the  painful 
duty  he  owed  his  country.  After  the  ample  discussion  *h.e 
subject  had  undergone  it  would  be  unnecessary  for  him  to 
weaken  it  by  a  repetition  of  what  had  been  already  urged 
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with  so  much  point  ;  all,  therefore,  that  now  remained 
for  him  was,  to  draw  some  Jesuits  from  those  details — from 
facts  which  had  been  proved — from  the  commentaries -which 
had  been  deemed  judicious,  and'  from  the  reasoning  that 
was  thought  conclusive;  in  mfeiring  those  results,  hg 
would,  of  couise,  be  undeistood  to  state  merely  what  had 
been  their  effects  upon  his  own  mind,  and  in  placing  those 
effects  to  the  circumstances  that  produced  them,  he  would 
attempt  to  justify  the  impression  he  felt  upon  the  subject, and 
if  he  could  not  persuade  others  to  think  ab  he  did,  he  did  not 
despair  of  bemg  able  to  give  good  reasons  why  he  thought 
so. 

In  the  first  place  he  thought  it  impossible  to  pass  over  the 
extraordinary  system  of  conduct  pursued  by  the  Honourable 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side. 

The  Chancelloi  of  the  Exchequer,  a  public  officer,  and 
the  King's  servant,  came  forward  and  volunteered  as  the  ad- 
vocate of  the  accused  ;  close  at  his  heels  followed  his  Majes- 
ty's Attorney  General,  after  him  his  Majesty's  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral, followed  by  a  host  of  crown  L  iwver%  who  were  all 
marshalled  in  teirible  array  against  the  Tlonouuble  Gentle- 
man who  had  proposed  this  enquiry.  The  charges  had  beea 
scarcely  made,  when  his  Majesty's  public  officei s  crowded  to 
range  themselves  at  the  side  of  the  accused,  and  this  they  had 
not  done  as  Members  of  Parliament,  but  as  advocates  ,  they 
forgot  that  they  were  judges,  and  then  eagerness  to  plead 
so  far  outran  their  patience  to  hear,  that  they  appeared  anxi- 
ous to  defend,  before  they  could  be  possibly  competent  to 
decide.  ,  They  had  began  with  denying,  resisting,  and  extenu- 
ating, when  they  ought  to  have  lecollected  that  they  would 
not  be  expected  to  judge  well,  unless  they  had  heaid  fair- 
ly. The  country  would  not  expect  that  men  who  had  refus- 
ed to  hear  with  patience  could  deteimine  with  justice.  It 
would  rather,  and  naturally,  be  led  to  suspect  that  such  men 
had  pieviously  made  up  their  minds — that  they  had  prejudg- 
ed the  cause,  and  had  entered  into  the  investigation  of  it  with 
a  stubborn  resolution  to  shut  their  ears  against  conviction 
(here  there  arose  a  mixed  cry  of  order!  order  I  hear  I  hear  /)  He 
was  stating  what  impressions  such  conduct,  according  to  his 
view  of  it,  was  calculated  to  produce  ;  and  he  would  go  far- 
ther, and  avow,  that  such  had  been  its  effect.upon  his  mind  ; 
and  he  could  not  help  obseiving  thus  far  upon  the  extraordw 
nary  manner  in  which  an  'array  of  public  officers  had  set  out 
m  resisting  and  opposing  public  charges  before  they  could 
have  been  possibly  apprized  either  of  their  validity  orfahehood. 

With  respect  to  that  part  of  their  conduct  that  i elated  to 
the  Honourable  Member  with  whom'  those  charges  had  origi- 
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nated,it  had  been  said  by  an  Honourable  Member  on  the  ftoor^ 
that  that  Honourable  Gentleman,  in  attempting  .the  ardu- 
ous duty  of  bunging  forth  his  charges,  had  embarked  m  a 
nairovv  skiff  upon  a  tempestuous  sea  1  he  sea  might  have 
been  tempestuous,  and  for  aught  he  (Sii  Fiancis)  knew,  the  ski  ft" 
might  have  been  small,  but  however  violent  the  storm,  or 
however  small  the  size  of  the  vessel  in  which  he  had  embaik- 
ed*  the  Honourable  Gentleman  had  fixed  his  eye  steadily 
on  the  polar  star  oftiuth,  and  found  her  hallowed  influ- 
ence sufficient  to  light  him  thiough  the  perils  of  the  deep — 
thiough  the  angiy  conflicts  of  the  winds  and  the  w*»teis, 
and  to  guidehim  ultimately  to  the  haven  of  security  and  honour' 

In  coming  before  the  Representatives  of  the  People  to  com- 
plain of  a  senesof  cvnupt  practices,  the  Honourable  Mem* 
bei,  had  met  with  a  reception  as  ungracious  as  it  was  unjust  ; 
one  of  his  Majest) 's  Ministers  had  the  boldness  to  threaten 
him  with  infamy' — this  threat  no , doubt  had  been  administer- 
ed in  the  shape  of  a  dilemma,  the  infamy  was  to  attach  ei- 
thei  to  the  accused  01  to  the  accuser,  Bid  it,  he  would  ask5 
lest  with  the  accuser  ?  or  now  that  the  evidence  had  been 
gone  through,  that  e**eiy  man  is  m  possession  of  the  merits 
of  the  case,  v\  as  there  any  doubt  m  ihebuast  ot  any  man 
that  that  Honouiabie  Member  who  had  brought  foiwaid 
these  charges  had,  in  the  piosecution  of  them,  acquitted 
himself  with  frankness,  mtegiity,  and  honour  5  (Hear* 
hear  I  hear!)  This  being  the  case  then,  he  left  H  to  the 
Right  Honourable  Secietary  to  place  his  charge  of  infamy 
elsewheie,  or  if  lie  had  any  difficulty  in  finding  a  hi  subject 
for  it,  he  had  better,  perhaps,  let  it  stay  where  it  zs9  and  lest 
upon  "himself. — {4  laugh  ) 

Another  of  the  King's  ministers,  aftei  an  unv  earied  assi- 
duity in  behalf  of  the  accused*  had  made  a  very  long  speech 
in  favour  of  the  absolute  acquittal  of  the  Duke  of  York— 
that  speech  had  extorted  piaise,  which  it  was  not  foi  him  to 
censuie  as  injudicious,  but  he  did  confess  himself  at  a  luss 
to  know  what  pai  t  of  that  speech,  or  of  its  chaiacter,  had  any 
just  claim  to  approbation — it  could  not  be  its  candour,  for  never 
was  any  speech  more  uncandid— it  could  not^beits  fan  ness  ofrea- 
sonmg,  lor  never  was  any  speech  moie  sophistical— it  could  not 
be  the  compiehensiveness  ol  its  vie  ws, for  never  did  speech  tdkea 
moie  conini"'  view  of  any  question- — it  could  not  be  its  lm- 
paituhty,  for  it  was  altogether  on  one  side  and  leaning  to  one 
paiiy- — v  couJUi  not  belts  accuracy,  for  it  omitted  many  things 
and  n  .stated  moie — it  could  not  be  its  piopriety,  for  instead 
©f  summing  as  a  Judge,  it  pleaded  as  an  advocate  ;  what  it 
\yas,  theretoie,  that  constituted  the  superior  excellence  of 
that  speech  he  left  to  those  who  had  bestowed  their  prar-es 
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on  it  to  discover,  unless  that  it  will  be  contended  that  the 
character  of  advocate,  in  which  the  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tlemaa  had  appeared  throughout  that  inquiry,  was  the  pait 
which  moie  became  him,  in  that  case  he  would  be  willing 
to  acknowledge  that  as  a  professional  effort, t  as  the  speech  of 
an  advocate  anxious  on  behalf  of  his  client,  it  was  as  efficient 
a  defence  as  perhaps  such  a  case  could  possibly  admit  ot. 

When  he  looked  to  the  manner  in  which  the  advocates  for 
the  Duke  of  York  had  shut  out  .from  their  consideration  every 
thing  that  made  against  him,  and  retained  with  sciupulous 
exactness  the  slightest  plea  tif  extenuation,  the  smallest  pre- 
tence for  setting  •  up  conjecture  against  proof,  he  could  not 
help  thinking,  that  some  unknown  and  extraordinary  circum- 
stance had  contributed  to  make  them  both  deaf  and  blind  ; 
he  must  either  believe  this,  or  believe  that  they  prejudged 
the  case,  and  had  excluded'fiom  then  minds  all  considerations 
arising  out  of  the  evidence.  What  was  to  be  thought  of  his 
blindness  or  of  his  obstinacy,  who  could,  01  would  see  no  ray 
fo  guide  him  in  the  noon  day  light,'  asd  who,  yet,  would  af- 
terwards perversely  set  about  conjuring  light  ajut  were  out  of 
darkness  >  And,  yet  no  less  absurd  was  the  conduct  of  those 
obstinately  resisting  ewdence  confirmed,  beyond  a  doubt,  and 
then  balancing  then  incredulity  by  generously  believing  m  con- 
tradiction to  proof,  what  they  themselves  conjectured  to  be 
probable. 

Jt  had  been  attempted,  in  every  way  that  ingenuity  could 
point  out,  to  destroy  the  effect  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  testimony  ; 
she  had  to  stand  at  their  bar  under  thousands  of  disadvantages, 
to  undergo  the  most  painful  examination  that  ever  any  human 
being  had  suffered.  The  most  tuvial  as  well  as  the  most 
trying  events,  from  her  ciadle  to  the  moment  when  she  ap- 
peared at  their  bar,  were  brought  into  view,  to  harrass,  wound, 
and-perplex  her.- — At  first  these  attacks  appeared  to  have  their 
effect,  but  at  length,  upon  the  repetition  of  them,  she  mani- 
fested a  superiority  of  mind  that  exceeded  the  possibility  of  be- 
lief, and  the  result,  was,  that  she  has  made  an  impiession  on 
the  Ho«ise  that  can  never  - be  forgotten,  and  that  too  of  a  very 
different  nature  from  that  which  the  advocateb  of  the  Royal 
Rersonage  expected.  When  Mrs.  Claike  first  stood  at  then- 
bar,  he  confessed  that,  in  common  with  several  others,  who 
had  since  changed  their  sentiments  of  her,  he  paid  little  at* 
tention  to  her,  at  least  he  did  not  consider  it  likely  that  any 
thing  important  would  come  out  on  their  enquiry,  but  in  pro* 
portion  as  the  examination  continued,  conviction  began  to 
shew  Jtself,  (Hear!  hear!)  and'  long  befort  it  finished  that 
convictionwas  most  completely  accomplished.  In.  the  whole 
course  of  judicial  proceedings,  no  such  evidence  was  ever  given 
before  any  tribunal,  in  point  of  honest  open  ingenuousness 
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it  was  throughout  the  emanation  of  phire  simple  truth  ;  and 
what  rendeied  it  .still  moie  remarkable,  was,  that  all  the 
Lawyers,  who  by  all  their  exertions  and  endeavours  to  entrap 
her,  in  the  course  of  that  evidence,  were  uniformly  foiled. 
f  Hear  f  and  cheering  almost  in  every  quarter  of  the  House.)  Even 
his  Majesty's  Attoiney  General,  how  often  was  his  system  and 
all  his  plans  of  cross  examining  defeated.  How  often  did  he 
get  entangled  in  his  own  toils.  But  it  had  been  stated,  that 
the  whole  of  hei  testimony  could  be  nothing  but  fabrication 
Good  God  ?  (exclaimed  the  worthy  Baionet)  what  could 
possibly  be  farther  horn  system,  method  or  fabrication,  than 
the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke  ?  The  chief  part  of  that  testi- 
mony was  that  which  was  elicited  from  her  by  Gentlemen  at 
the  other  side  of  the  House  ;  ,the  most  part  of  it  by  the  Crown 
lawyers.  Why,  there  was  not  a  thinking  man  in  that 
House,  that  would  not  sooner  have  expected  her  to  write 
such  a  tragedy  as  Macbeth,  than  to  plot,  form,  01  fabricate 
such  a  train  of  evidence,  such  damning  proofs  as  came  forth 
from  the  testimony  which  she  was  forced  to  produce. 

A  great  deal  more  than  appeared  to  him  to  be  necessary, had 
been  said  upon  the  nature  and  laws  of  evidence.  He  would 
make  upon  this  point  but  one  remaik.  One  general  rule  of 
evidence,  with  which  every  one  was  acquainted,  was  that  in 
support  of  any  case  there  should  be  adduced  the  best  possible 
evidence  that  the  case  could  admit  of.  He  wished  them  to  ap- 
ply that  general  lule  to  the  question  now  before  them,  and  to 
say  whether  they  had  not  now  befoie  them  the  best  possible 
evidence  the  nature  of  the  case  did  admit  of  (Hear!  hear!). 
Putting,  now,  out  of  the  question  the  credibility  of  the  wit- 
nesses, he  asked,  what  more  they  could  expect  to  have  heard 
on  those  charges  than  they  had  heard  already >  He  would  say 
tor  his  part,  that  much  moie  had  come  out  than  he  thought 
v*  ould  or  could  possibly  have  been  proved.  Let  the  House 
consider,  that  all  evidence  must  necessarily  refer  to  the  nature 
of  the  case  ;  and  did  tbey  in  the  present  case  expect  to  have 
it  proved  that  the  money  had  been  actually  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  ?  Impossible'  Did  they  think,  that  if 
the  Duke  of  York  had  been  in  the  habit  of  those  corrupt  prac- 
tices, that  he  invited  witnesses  to  the  knowledge  of  them.,  and 
held  grand  days  and  audiences  in  order  to  give  his  coriuption 
notoriety  ?  Or,  would  he  not  rather  use  the  most  circumspect 
caution,  and  baffle  justice  by  preventing  the  possibibty  of  evi- 
dence ?  And  there  was  no  doubt  that?  in  some  degree,  the 
Duke  must  have  been  on  his  guard  ;  and  therefore  it  did 
appear  to  him,  that  the  evidence  they  had  before  them  was 
the  best  possible  evidence  they  could  have  had.  Indeed,  he 
must  say  again,  that  the  evidence  much  exceeded  his  expec- 
tation.   He  did  not  expect  that  it  would  have  been  possible  to 
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have  biought  home  the  charges  so  personally  to  the  Duke; 
*md  that  it  was  possible,  he  could  attribute  only  to  a  cause 
it  gave  him  pain  to  mention— the  broad  and  open  shame  of  his 
Royal  Highness. 

The  defence  was  ill-judged  and  was  disgraceful  to  his  Royal 
Highness-.    The  Hon.   Baronet  then  observed  upon  the  pre- 
mises laid  down  by  the  Right  Hon.  Gentleman  with  respect 
to  the  discredit  which  ought  to  bs.  affixed  on  Mrs.  Clarke's 
testimony     He  insisted  that  hei  evidence  was  fully  corrobora- 
ted by  that  of  Mis-s  Taylor;  and  although  it  was  to  be  recei- 
ved with  suspicion  at  first,  yet  the  subsequent  testimony  had 
fully  established  her  credit.    It  was  endeavoured  to  be  in- 
sinuated that  there  was  discordance  in  the  testimony,  because 
.-he  did  not  recollect  the  date  of  a  letter  which  had  been  pio- 
Juced.    But  how  would  that  appear3  Why,  if  there  was  the 
least  shadow  of  suspicion,  would  it  not  rather  be  feasible  that 
in  a  conspiracy,  the  parties  would  have  agreed  among  them- 
selves as  to  £  date  >  With  respect  to   the  evidence  of  Miss 
Taylor,  it  had  been  alledged  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman,  that  her  evidence  ought  not  to   be  credited,  and 
no  one  knew  why,  for  he  had  not  given  any  reasons.  That 
part  of  her  evidence  in  which  she  declares  that  the  Duke  of 
Yoik  had  asked  Mrs.  Clarke,  "  How  did  he  beha\e  to  vou, 
my  darling  ?"  And  he  contended  it  hid  not  the  least  reference 
to  the  charge  of  corruption  ;  and  then  afterwards  attempted  to 
explain  away  that  cucumstance  certainly  not  in  a  manner  to 
make  any  impression  on  the  House.    These  statements  of  the 
Learned  Gentleman  were  built  entuely  upjn  hypotheses  origi- 
nating out  of  that  ingenuity  on  which  he  had  been  compliment- 
ed. Henadlaid  out  of  his  consideration  allthatfchere  was  to  direct 
the  judgment  of  the  Ho;ise  in  coming  to  a  decision  upon  the 
question.    He  had  given  up  every  thing  that  was  tenable  in 
older  to  lay  hold  of  the  unsubstantial  ;  he  had  given  up  that 
which  no  man  could  shut  his  eyes  against — he  meant  that  part 
of  her  evidence,  which  indeed  was  corroborated  by  the  rest  of 
the  witnesses,  with  respect  to  her  influence  over  the  Comman- 
mander  in  Chief. — {Hear  I  hcay  /) — A  Learned  Judge  too  had 
set  out  with  endeavouring  to  destroy  the  testimony  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,  but  he  had  failed.    Indeed,  the  course  of  proceeding 
adopted  by  His  Majesty's Ministei s  ftoai  the  first  moment  of 
her  appearance  at  the  Bar,  had  been  endeoivounng  to  hunt  out 
evidence  to  destroy  her  testimony.    Thv./  had  endeavoured  to 
do  so,  with  the  assistance  ol  the  most  eminent  Solicitors  in 
tort'n. — Mr.  Lowten  and  hisvpeople  had  been  engaged  to  dis- 
cover any  thing  tliat  might  be  amiss  in  the  character  of  Mrs. 
Claike  ;  they  had  hunted  the  town  over  and  had  disclosed  ali 
theY  had  learned  ;  and  what  was  it  ? — -Only  to  piove  that  she 
was  a  witness  entitled  to  credit  !  This  sort  ol  noceedmg;  was, 
he  must  say,  an  actot  injustice 
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Thus  it  appeared  then,  that  the  defence  of  the  Right  Hob. 
Qentleman  went  to  supooit  the  accusation,  all  his  ingenious 
hypotheses  fell  to  the  ground,  and  in  his  hands  "  trifles  light 
as  an,"  weie  conveited  into  "  confirmations  strong.4'  A 
Member  on  the  floor,  who  had  taken  part  against  the  Duke, 
had  even  made  a  better  defence  for  him  when  he  acquitted  him 
of  the  chief  charge — a  corrupt  connivance. 

A  Learned  Judge  who  spoke  early  in  the  debate*  had  also 
tried  to  destroy  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  ;  but  after  sa>mg 
she  was  guilty  of  twenty-eight  contiadictions,  nothing  was 
produced  against  her  but  her  situation  in  life.  Nothing  moie 
could  be  done  ;  and  the  House  must  consider  that  as  the  ex- 
tent of  the  impeachment  of  her  credibility,  when  they 
recollected  with  what  acnmony  and  injustice  the  slightest  sub- 
jects had  been  seized,  whereon  to  shew  that  she  had  been 
guilty  of  contradictions.  There  was  an  essential  difference 
between  contradicting  other  witnesses  and  contradicting  her- 
self ;  the  latter  was  a  direct  falsehood,  while  in  the  former, 
such  as  in  the  contradiction  between  Mrs.  Clarke  and  Mr. 
Knight  on  a  matter  of  recollection  at  the  distance  of  four  years, 
the  one  was  as  positive  and  as  hkely  to*  be^correct  as  the  other. 
Miss Taylcr  was  also  to  be  impeached,  because  ihe  did  not 
know  her  father  went  by  the  name  of  Chance,  although  hers 
was  the  most  complete  evidence  to  be  had  on  this  occasion. 
The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  also  gone  through  the 
other  cases,  always  putting  aside  the  evidence,  and  building 
on  his  own  conjectures. 

There  was  another  Right  Honourable  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridgeshire  ;f  but  befoie  he  tame  to  him  he  must 
say  a  few  words  respecting  what  had  fallen  fiom  the  Attorney 
General.    His  reputation  for  ability,  as  a  lawyer,  was  so  high 
that  he  had  listened  to  his  obseivation  with  peculiar  attention 
From  him  he  had  at  least  expected  some  luminous  points  ;  but 
he  heard  nothing  of  the  kind'.    That  Right  Honourable  and 
Learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  completely  lost — a  encum. 
stance,  which  could  scarcely  have  happened  had  he  not  had  a 
very  bad  cause  to  advocate.     This  put  him  in  mind  of  an 
anecdote  of  the  late  Mr. Dunning. — A  person  having  a  iaw-suit 
informed  him  that  his  cause  being  bad  he  thought  he  had  better 
be  assisted  by  able  counsel,  44  No,"  said  Mr.  Dunning/6  if  you 
have  a  very  bad  cause,  empioy  the  worst  counsel  you  can  pos- 
sibly get  j  for  a  man  of  sense  is  so  hampered  with  a  bad  cause 
that  he  never  makes  any  thing  of  it.   -But  a  man  of  a  contrary 
description,  becomes  confused,  he  never  places  the  prominent 
parts  ©f  the  case  in  their  proper  light,  and  having  great  zeal  at 
the  same  time  he  makes  a  shew  of  something  like  a  good  de- 
fente."    (A  laugh)    This  was  the  sitatiuon  of  the  Attorney 
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General  ;  he  was  a  good  counsel  employed  in  a  bad  cause,  and 
found  himself,  so  hampered,  tjiat  he  was  forced  at  last  to  give 
it  up  altogether.  He  was  like  Christian  in  the  Pilgrim's  Pro- 
gress. He  plunged  forward  the  best  way  he  could,  till  he  got 
to  the  middle  of  the  Slough  of  Despond,  an4  there  he  was  left 
sticking  fast  in  the  mud.  (A  laugh)  Finding  his  situation 
thus  hopeiess,  he  ended  with  an  appeal  to  th»  compassionate 
feelings  of  the  House.  This  be  thought  by  no  means  a  time 
for  such  an  appeal.  But  it  was  of  importance  to  mark  the  cir- 
cumstance, because  it  afforded  another  proof  of  the  impossibi- 
lity of  making  out  anything  like  a  reasonable  defence  of 
the  Duke  of  York  against  the  fullness  of  the  evidence  now  on 
the  table. 

The  Right  Honouiable  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  did  not 
exactly  follow  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,Tor  he  appear- 
ed ready  to  give  up  some  part  of  the  evidence  in  order  to  get 
at  the  rest.    But  still  he  evinced  a  disposition  to  view  every 
case,    in   that   partial   light  in  which  it    would  be  most 
favourable    to  the   Duke    of  York.     In  the   first  place, 
in  his  opinion,  the  evidence  was  the  woist  that  could  be 
produced;  and  as  to  the  God  bless  you  liote,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  it  was  a  forgery.    But  the  evidence  to  prove  that  this 
note  was  genuine,  was  so  complete,  and  so  satisfactory  to  eveiy 
impartial  mind,  that  one  was  almost  forced  to  suspect  that  no 
reasoning  could  possibly  weigh  with  him  who  enteitained  no 
doubt  of  its  being  a  forgery,  to  view  the  case  in  any  other 
light,  than  that  in  which  he  had  regarded  it  at  the  commence- 
ment.   Mrs.  Clarke  in  the  opinion  of  the,  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman,  was  such  a  prodigy  ;  she  could  do  any  thing  she 
chose — A  most  miraculous  woman '  and  yet,  what  had  she  made 
of  all  this  cleverness?  Had  she  raised  any  money  in  the  Duke's 
name?f  Hear  I  Hear!)  Far  from  it  This  vile  woman,this  harpy, 
as  she  was  called,  sought  no  money  but  for  honest  purposes;  she 
made  no  purse,  and  when  she  acquired  money,  it  appeared  that 
she  had  been  anxious  to  piy  %he  poorer  people  their  bills,  and 
the  servants  their  wages.    She  had  come  to  the  bai,  under  such 
helpless  circumstances,  that  it  was  an  obvious  duty,  to  avoid, 
with  respect  to  her,  whatever  might  have  the  appearance  of  un- 
fairness/ The  House  had  commonly  been  so  sensible  of  the 
unprotected  situation  of  people  of  this  kind,  that  it  was  a  ge- 
neral  maxim  to  behave  to  them  with  all  possible  kindness. — 
This  had  been  forgot  in  the  present  instance,  and  the  argu- 
ment used  with  1  espect  to  this  witness  by  the  Right  Honoura- 
ble^ Gentleman  would  lead  the  House,  he  was  persuaded,  to  a 
conclusion  contrary  to  justice — and  even  force  it,  if  the  princi- 
ple should   bex  invariably   acted   upon,   to   compromise  in 
many  cases  the  cause  of  justice  altogether.  The  Right  Honour- 
able Gentleman  had  also  argued  from  the  consequences  that 
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would  attend  conviction.  He  did  not  by  any  means  coincide 
with  him  as.*to  the  consequences  ;  but  be  that  as  it  might, 
k  was  his  duty,  and  that  of  every  raembei  of  the  House, -to 
lay  the  consequences  aside  in  the  mean  time,  and  to  decide 
from  the  honest  convictions  of  their  own  mind  upon  a  full 
and  impartial  view  of  the  evidence. 

It  was  a  little  surprising"  that  those  who  disbelieved  Mrs. 
CJlaike,  did  not  also  xemark  on  the  part  which  all  those  who 
had  come  fprwaid  to  disci  edit  her  had  played—not  one  who 
ha4  tried  to  invalidate  her  testimony,  but  had  done  so  to  his 
own*  confusion  (Hear  I  hear  I)  \  not  one  of  them  that  had  not 
rather  discredited  themselves  than  her,  to  whom  they  had 
avowedly  come  to  attach  suspicion.  Her -method  of  answering 
on  her  cross-exafnination  at  once  evinced  her  innocence  :  she 
gave  answers  ;which  she  muse  have  known  would  have  led 
to  a  further  interrogation,  and  of  course  ta  a  moie  full 
elucidation  of  the  truth.  Thus  she  made  a  statement  which 
she  told  us,  Donovan  was ,  prepared  to  deny  ;  the  fact  proved 
so;  he  did  deny  it,  and  his  denial,  like  that  of  all  the  rest 
ultimately  tended  to  his  own;  humiliation.  He  had  remarked 
thus  much  upon  the  evidence  of  Mrs,  Clarke,  and  he  had 
done  so,  because  he  thought  justice  should  be  rendeied  equally 
to  all. 

Theie  was  moreevidence,  the  honourable  Baronet  observed, 
on  each  of  these  cases  than  would  be  sufficient*  in  any -crimi- 
nal com  tin  the  kingdom,  to  tonvict  a  man  for  minor  offen- 
ces, and  when  oral  evidence  and  circu^nstawces  (here  agreed  as 
they  did, he  did  ^not,  could  not  see  how  honest  u plight  men 
could  shut  their  eyes  or  their  ears  against  it.  But  to  see 
and  hear  legal  men  act  and  speak  as  they  did  on  many  occa- 
sions there,  and  especially  m  the  case  now  agitating,  induced 
him  to  think  that  they  lost  all  the  faculties  of  their  profession 
when  thev  came  withm  these  walls.  The  Attorney  General 
he  believed,  thought  that  in  Mrs.  Clarke  he  had  a  Witch  at 
the  bar,  or  a  Maid  of  Orleans,  who  had  put  all  the  faculties, 
p^eas,  arid  rejoinders,  of  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Loiig  Robe  to  the 
rout  *9  and  it  would  seem  that  truth  to  lawyers  was  like  the 
red  rag  to  J:he  viper,  it  extracted  the  poison  from  them* 
Upon  the  whole,  then,  when  he  adverted  to  the  document* 
before  him,  that  could  not  err,  he  was  of  opinion  tn^t  they 
went  to  the  full  extent  of  bringing  conviction  on  the  most 
prominent  of  the  charges..  It  wasapainful  thing  to  say  tha  t  the 
House  has  the  t)uke  of  York's  honour  to  set  up  against  the 
body  of  evidence  before  them;,  the  honour  of  a  Prince,  it  is 
true;  but  then  there  was  the  honour  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  welfare  as  well  as  the  happiness  of  the  people,  on  the  other 
side.  It'  was  the  honour  of  the  Duke  contrasted  with  the 
conscience  of  fhe  House. 
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The  Honourable  aad.  Learned  Gentleman*  bad  r*hl,  that 
he  ander^tood  from  the  Duke  or  York,  that  he  never  cor- 
responded  with  Mrs.  Clarke  on  military  matters.    She  said  lie 
did,  and  her  testimony  wa?  confirmed  by  the  documents  on  the 
table.    Yet  the  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentleman  could  not 
comprehend,  how  the  Duke  ol  York  should  have  corresponded 
wilh  Mrs.  Clarke  on  these  subjects,  because  it  was  contrary  to 
common  sense.    Why  the  whale  ofthe  conduct  of  the  Duke  of 
York  m  this  business,  was  contrary  to  common  sense,  (flear*.< 
hear  I  hear  f)  and  would  have  appeared  incredible,  had  it  no  eek 
fpr  the.  rompSete  proof,  which  could  leave  no  doubt  of  the  fact* 
upon  any  impartial  mind.  Tne  Honourable  Baronet  then  adverted 
to  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Gordon,  which  had  been  spoken  of  in 
terms  of  such  -high  admiration  :  it  had  been  called  an  able  evi- 
dence j  bat  for  his  part,  he  was  unable  to  comprehend  what  was 
meant  by  an  able  evidence  ;  he  could  not  see  what  was  required 
from  an  evidence  except  truth,  and  he  could  not  see  either  how 
telling  truth  constituted  ability.    Even  in  this  able  evidence,  how- 
ever, a  flaw  might  be  discovered,  if  scrutinized  by  the  ingenuity 
which  had  inspected  Mrs.  Clarke's:  thus  Colonel  Gordon  had 
stated  what  he  had  called  an  invariable  custorri,  and  in  a  httle  after 
it  appeared  this  invariable  custom*  had  rnaay  exceptions.  Was 
not  this  a  glaring  inconsistency  ?  and  yet  this  was  the  grand  stalk- 
ing-horse which  was  put  forward  on  every  occasion.    The  more 
the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was  silled,  and  contrasted  with  that  of 
the  other  witnesses,  the  more  perhaps  those  who  were  inclined  to 
condemn  her  would  mitigate  their  severity. 

€<>lonel  Gordon's  testimony  had  been  relied  upon  as  contra- 
dicting that  of  Mrs.  Claike,  he  had  declared  every  thing  to  have 
been  conducted  according  to  the  i  tiles  ot  office,  and  to  shewthif 
he  h*d  brought  a  red  box  with  a  gieat  bundle  of  papers.  But 
all  this  was  perfectly  consistent  with  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 
This  official  coirectness  had,  it  was  true,  been  always  attended  to, 
but  it  was  a  visor,  a  nose  of  wax,  employed  as  a>cover  for  these 
corrupt  practices.  Mrs.  Clarke  had  never  denied  all  this  regularity 
and  correctness,  but  on  the  contrary,  had  always  insisted  upon, 
its  necessity.  As  to  the  case  of  Samuel  Carter,  this  had  been  con- 
sulted as  a  set  off.  It  afforded  a  topic  for  expatiating  upon  the 
humanity  and  the  regard  to  merit  displayed  by  his  Royal  High- 
ness. But  if  there  was  any  praise  due  at  all  in  this  case,  it  be- 
longed not  to  the  Duke  of  York,  but  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  while  all 
the  discredit  rested  with  his  lloyal  Highness.  The  use  which  he 
thought  ought  to  be  made  of  this,  therefore  was  to  diminish  the 
bad  opinion  which  might  at  first  be  conceived  of  a  person,  in  Mrs. 
Clarke's  situation. 

We  then  ecine  to  a  case  which  had  been  stated  as  bavins:  no- 
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fhing  to  do  wi(h  the  subject  imder  discussion,  he  meant  that  of 
Dr.'O'Meara. — This  they  said,  had  nothing  to  do  with  military 
promotions. — Why,  so  much  the  wone.  What  sense  of  propriety 
could  the  Duke  of  York  have  when  he  corresponded  with  Mrs. 
CJarke  on  such  a  subject  as  this'?  and  what  a  picture  did  this  man 
•exhibit  ?  What  a  picture  of  profligacy  !  He  who  had  preached  before 
the  Royal  Family  against (i  adultery,  fornication,  and  all  the  other 
*<  deadly  sins!"  ( A  loud  cry  of  hear !  hear!) — If  the  Advocates 
of  the  Duke  of  York  had  not  endeavoured  to  make  the  separa- 
tion between  tins  and  the  other  cases,  they  might  have  spared 
him  the  pain  of  making  that  observation.  This  case  bore  as 
heavy  on  the  Duke  of  York,  as  any  other  whatever. 

The  case  of  Major  Shaw's  application,  had  been  represented  as 
if  it  did  not  deserve  to  be  thought  of.    A  Learned  Gentleman,  he 
ought  perhaps  rather  to  have  called  him  now  the  Right  Honourable 
Gentleman  *  but  he  had  so  long  known  him  under  merely  the  for- 
mer appellation,  that  it  came  to  him  more  naturally — a  Right 
Honourable  Gentleman  had  said,  that  in  this  case  there  was  no 
proof  whatever  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  influence.    lie  would  not  at  pre-  ^ 
sent  enter  into  any  particular  examination  of  it;  but  it  certainly 
shewed  the  general,  the  widely  extended  feeling  and  belief  in  the 
army,  that  piomotions  were  to  be  obtained  by  such  dishonourable 
means^  {Hear  !  Hear !)  and  certainly  nothing  could  be  more  pie- 
judicial  to  the  interests  of  the  sei  vice,  than  the  prevalence  of  such 
an  opinion,  that  rank  was  not  meicly  the  reward  of  merit  and 
exertion,  but  might  be  obtained  by  lar  different  means,  however 
base  and  discreditable  {Hear!  Hear!)     An   Honourable  and 
Learned  Genllemant  at  the  commencement  of  the  business,  did 
make  a  strong  statement  in  contradiction  of  all  such  transactions 
as  were  then  charged  against  his  Rojal  Highness,  on  the  ground 
of  his  being  most  intimately  acquainted  with  all  his  pecuniai}  af- 
fairs, and  this  statement  had  at  the  time  almost  removed  Irom 
Lis  mind  the  prejudice  against  his  Royal  Highness  which  these 
charges  were  calculated  to  produce.    But  the  Learned  Gentleman 
had  given  us  the  gloss  before  the  text,  and  he  contended  that 
$ven  in  the  evidence  of  that  Learned  Gentleman  there  were  some 
inconsistencies^  which  without  imputing  to  him  the  least  wish  to 
deceive,  would  hardly  admit  of  being  fully  leconciled.  When 
we  saw  these  inaccuiacies  even  in  the  evidence  of  members  of  . 
that  House,  acquainted  with  business,  so  teamed  in  the  afla  rs  of 
the  world,  it  was  a  little  hard  to  sweep  awaj  the  evidence  of  the 
principal. witness  at' the  bar,  as  a  Right  Honourable  Gentleman 
}iad  contended  should  be  done,  on  account  of  a  few  inconsistencies, 
ior  vvhicji  so  Jttany  allowances  were  to  be  made,  on  account  of  the 
length  of  her  examination*,  and  the  variety  of  details  into  which 
she  was  necessarily  led. 
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The  Honourable  Baronet  next  observed,  that  tlie  Secretary  a£ 
War  had  nwle  nothing  of  the  case  of  Major  Turner.  There  was  no* 
excuse  for  the  Duke  of  York  here.  Mrs.  Sutherland  wrote  "  that 
"she  hoped  his  Xioyal  Highness  would  not  refuse  her  such  a 
"  trifle  as  that."  And  it  followed  when  she  called  it  a  trifle  to 
interfere  with  the  resignation  of  an  ollicer,  that  she  had  been  in 
the  haVtt  of  interfering  in  military  matters  of  much  higher  im-' 
parlance.  What  she  meant  by  calling  this  a  trifle,  he  knew  not r 
hut  if  the  officers  of  the  army  were  liable  to  be  harassed  or  ruined 
by  such  a  character  as  this,  he  must  say  that  their  situation  could 
not  be  considered  enviable.  Subsequent  to  this,  he  wrote  a  letter 
full  of  indignation  at  the  treatment  he  had  received,  and  such  as 
might  naturally  have  been  expected  from  a  inn  u\  his  circum- 
stances; and  he  absolutely  Threatened  the  Duke  of  York  with  an 
exposure  in  the  manner  of  Major  Hojjan.  The  complaint 
agamst  him  was,  that  be  had  behaved  ill  to  a  lady  ;  what  this  had 
to  do  with  his  military  duty  he  dfi  not  know,  bur  he  well  knew 
that  the  house  was  not  the  exact  place  where  <  >>-  u7an<v  ought  to- 
be  taken  of  the  conduct  of  officers  with  regard  to  ladies.  He 
should  have  thought  too,  that  the  Duke  of  York,  was  not  the 
person  to  set  himself  up  a«S  a  rigid  moralist  m  that  way.  What 
had  been  his  conduct  to  the  woman  who  had  appealed  at  the  ha/  > 
lie  separated  from  her,  not  certainly  for  lia\mg  ta'-ven  money  for 
comtm  s'ons.  His  excessive  love  for  her  was  the  only  circumslauca 
that  could  have »t  all  extenuated  his  offence,  and  yet  it  appealed 
tnat  she  was  shaken  off  like  an,  old  bhoe,and  threatened  withmfamy. 
Whv.it  makes  one's  blood  run  cold  but  to  think  of  it!  to  think  of  hi$> 
tnmg  to  render  infamous  the  woman  for  whom  he  had  expressed 
such  love  1  to  think  of  the  message  which  he  had  the  hardihood 
to  send  her! — a  message  too  winch  must  have  been  true,  be- 
cause the  Duke's  partisans  had  it  in  their  power  to  call  the  mes- 
senger *  to  the  bar  to  deny  it ;  and  jet  ihey  did  not.  Why,  what 
a  picture  does  this  woman  piesent  to  us,  e\ en  when  contrasted 
with  the  4<  honour  of  a  prince  !"  Alas,  what  a  melancholy  com- 
parison !  She  demanding  her  annu'ty  only  to  pay  the  debts  she 
had  contracted  under  his  protection,  and  he  refusing  even  that 
paltry  pittance,  because  she  could  not  produce  his  bond  for  it  * 
There,  s  itd  Sir  Ftancis,  there  is  «*  the  honour  of  a  Pi  ince"  for  you  I 
(Loud  cr.-e?  of  Hear  !  hear  !)  — If  this  was  honour,  it  was  a  sort  of 
honour  which  scarcely  includedthe  mgiedients  of  honesty  and  fair 
dealing,  and  w  hich  could  not  weigh  a  feather  in  opposition  to 
the  evidence  before  the  House. 
There-  was  another  case  which  had  nothing  to  do  with  those 
'  ladies,  but  which  was  of  great  importance — he  meant  the  case  of 
Kennel.  From  this  it  appeared  that  the  Duke  df  Tor k  was  ac- 
tuated by  a  greedy  desire  ot  getting  money  almost  by  any  means 
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tn<f  accordingly  undertook  to' recommend  a  fraudulent  'bankrupt 

office  under  ^government  for  the  sake  of  a  loan.    Here  he 
#ouJdvnot  help  saving  a  few  words  on  the  subject  of  corruption, 
The\R*gbf  Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed 
to  consider  corruption  as  synonymous  with  the  actual '  taking  of 
Ki'onev  for  improper  purposes  5  and,  w;ith  this  idea  m  his  mind, 
he  said  that  corruption  was  not  so  prevalent  in  our  days  as  m 
former  timc£«   He    thought  the   golden  age  was  returned ; 
and  (hat  with  respect  to  corruption,  our  days  might  be  consider- 
ed as  a  "  Paradise  regained. "    What  did  the  Honouiable  Gentle- 
man think  of  the  multitude  of  offices  at  the  disposal  ot  ministers 
and  their  undeiiinf  s  ;  the  colonial  places  ;  the  situations  cieatcd 
h)  the  increase  of  ihe  various  establishments  in  the  country,  and 
the  immense  amount  of  ihe  taxes  ?"  Ot  the  taxes  which  had  n>en 
to  such  a  height,  that  men  looked  up  to  go\ernment  m  order  to 
£ei  back  a  part  pi  their  own.    By  the  reduction  of  their  incomes 
men  were  hrst  driven  to  mendicity,  and  then  bribed  with  their  own 
money.    To  be  sure  that  time  was  not  >e turned  in  which  our  Toie- 
f  liners  were  so  very  corrupt  that  membeis  sometimes  took  a  bribe 
of  th  e  hundred  guineas  on  the  lobby  ot  the  house  tq  give  a  vote, 
nor  were  we  returned  to  that  period  when,  at  the  table  of  the  Speak- 
er, it  was  usual  to  find  under  the  plates  of  the  members  a  sum  of 
money  as  the  price  of  their  cupidity. — (Hear  !  Hear!) — No  that  v>as 
liot  the  species  of eorruption  which  at  present  was  carrying  on*  He 
wished  to  God  it  wasnpw  as  open,  as  palpable,  and  as  base  ;  then  in- 
deed the  people  might  be  aware  of  their  representatives. — {Loud 
fates  of  If  ear,  hear.)    Con  uption  was  now  plded  with  the  name  of 
office,  whicn  was  greedily  snatched  at  by  him  who,  as  the  Right 
Borfourable  Gentleman  had  observed,  would  be  ashamed  to  take 
the, value  of  ready  money  into  his  hand —  (Bear  /  hear!)  The 
Duke  of  York  certainly  did  not,  when  acting  corruptly,  take  so 
jpany  guineas  in  hand.    This  was  too  gross  for  the  times,  espe- 
cially when  corruption  could  be  so  easily  gilded.  Corruption 
liad  no  necessary  connection  with  money — con  uption  consisted 
in  the  corrupt  motive  in  swaying  the  mind  from  truth  and  jus- 
tice.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  therefore  might  say, 
that  there  w  as  less  of  open  bribery  m  our  days  than  in  former 
times — but  he  seemed  entirely  to  misconceive  the  meaning  of  the 
term,  when  he  said  these  was  less  corruption. 

The  additional  circumstance  to  shew  the  connection  between 
the  Duke  of  York  and  Mrs.  Claike  m  their  money  transactions, 
the  Honourable  Baronet  observed,  that  her  Solicitor,  Mr.  Conine, 
was  found  endeavouring  to  raise  money  for  his  Royal  Highness, 
A  Joan  also  had  been  proposed  by  Colonel  Fiench  ;  and  in  short, 
in  several  instances  the  same  feature  appeared — a  constant  want  of 
pecuniary  relief,  all  which  served  to  give  weight  to  the  evidence 
Which  would  have  been  sufficient  without  that  circumstance  to^ 
prove  corruption)  or  a  connivance  at  corruption,   against  h  h 

Roval 


(    569  ) 


Hoyal  Highness.  So  strong,  then,  were  all  these  cases,,  tint  any 
one  of  th«*m  was  sufficient  tor  conviction  upon  the  evidence  taken 
rt  the  bar>  coupled  with  the  documents,  which  stood  unimpeach- 
ed.  The  House  had  satisfactory  evidence  on  these  charges,  and 
more  than  would  be  required  iu  ordinary  cases,  In  those  cases 
where  humbler  subjects  were  concerned,  the  force  of  circumstances 
produced  in  the  mmds  of  our  lawyers  conviction  strong  as  proof 
of  holy-writ,  though  these  only  came  in  aid  of  spies  and  common 
informers.  But  how  different  was  their  language  here  where  the 
Duke  of  York  Was  concerned  »  Where  they  talked  of  strong  cir- 
cumstances, in  order"  to  produce  conviction.  Here  in  order  to 
defend  a  subject  of  the  highest  rank  they  passed  over,  not  only 
the  strongest  circumstances,  but  the  most  irres^tible  testimony. 
vSince  the  bill  for  the  exclusion  of  the  Duke  of  York,  from  the- 
succession  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  II-  a  more  important  case 
than  this  had  never  come  before  parliament.  The  case  was  not 
solely  that  of  the  Duke  of  York,  it  was  that  of  the  justice  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  decision  would  be  a  test  whether  there  did  exist  any 
justice  in  England. 

Much  was  said  of  the  honour  of  a  prince.    We  talked  of  the- 
honour  of  the  king,  who  was  the  fountain  of  justice;  much  had. 
been  said  of  the  honour  of  the  Duke  of  Yo*k.    He  would  con- 
tract with  that  the  honour   of  the  witness  who  had  been  at 
the  Bar*  ;  all  that  had  been  done  with  a  view  to  discredit  her 
testimony  had  only  reflected  upon  those  who  made  the  attempt.. 
Like  Babk,  they  had  synched  for  those  who  would  curse  her,, 
and  t|ie  result  had  onLy  ueeu  a  blessing,    It  was  said  that  she  had; 
passed  as  a  gay  modem  widow;  and  it  did  not  signify  a  straw  whe- 
ther she  had  or  not,    The  witness,  Few,  brought  an  action  against 
her,  and  was  foiled.    He  placarded  her  afterwards  through  the 
streets  5  and  yct,ttiis  revengeful  woman,  who  had  no  honour,  paid 
the  debt  and  costs,  although  under  no  obligation  to  do  so  !  ! 
This  wa-i  honour  ;  and  he  washed  that  a  parallel  instance  could  be 
pioduced  ra  behalf  of  the  Duke  of  York. 

The  advocates  of  the  Duke  of  York  finding  the  evidence  so 
completely  against  them,  had  fallen  into  the  last  reserve  of  a  bad 
cause— an  appeal  to  general  character.  On  that  point,  however, 
1  e  doubted  they  wcuid  fail,  as  in  every  thing  else.  But  the  ho- 
nonr  of  the  Duke  of  York  was  the  answer  to  all  this  !  That  ho- 
m;ur  now  arose  like  Banquo's  ghost,  (with  twenty  mortal  gashes 
on  his  head)— and  under  these  humiliating  circumstances  it  was 
impossible  his  Royal  Highakss  could  maintain  his  post. 

Kut  here  Gentlemen  had  to  do  with  nothing  but  the  evidence— 
for  on  that  aione  they  were  called  upon  to  decide.  Many  had  been 
the  warnings  which  the  House  had  received  against  popufar  in- 
fluence. It  might  be  unparliamentary  to  say,  that  **ne  House 
could  be  swajed  by  any  undue  influence — but  of  all  influence  that 
eould  possibly  operate,  that  of  the  people  be.  believed  was  the  ia£. 
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fp  be  feared.  There  were  indeed,  other  kinds  of  influence*  which 
would  weigh  more  with  ordinary  men,  although  they  could  not 
be  supposed  to  have  any  effect  on  the  minds  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament. But  the  anxiety  in  the  public  mind  was,  that  thedeci- 
sion  should  be  just.  The  people  of  England  had  always  been 
remarkable  for  their  love  of  justice,  and  justice  alone  was 
whatt  tHey  required.  If  their  minds  were  divested  of  the  opi- 
nion of  the  prevalence  of  undue  influence  in  that  House,  the  de- 
cision would  readily  be  received  as  just,  whetfyef  for  or  against 
the  Biike  ot  York.  If  the  House  wished  completely  to  convince 
the  people  *of  their  determination  to  do  juslice/he  knew  one  way 
"of  doing  so,;  and  if  all  the  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  all  who  ha\e  any  emoluments  under  the  Crown,  were  to 
walk  out  of  the  House  at  the  time  when  the  division  took  place, 
and  leave  it  to  the  vote,  whatcvei  that  decision  might  be,  he  was 
eon.  unced  the  people  would  be  satisfied.    (Hear!  hear!) 

.Tbq  Master,  of  ihe  it  oils  safc»,  the  ingenious  speech  of  the 
Honourable  Baronet  wou'd  not  induce  him  to  swerve  from  the 
Tiew  he  mipnaliy  intended  to  talie  of  this  subject.    The  Ho- 
rourable  B  uonef  had  condemned  his  Right  Honourable  F»  lend, 
the  Chancellor  of  Xxchequer,  fot  expressing  his  opinions  as  a 
Judge,  m  if  no  impartial  t  pinion  was  io  be  given  from  a  judge 
in  submitting  his  reasons  to  a  jury  for  coming  to  a  ceitain  deci- 
sion, persons  who  lookup  the  subject  with  extreme  zeal 
,  oil  one  s\de  won!d  conceive  themsehes  perfectly  right,  and  main- 
, tajn  t hat  {bey  acted  trom  conviction.    This  kind  of  eonvictioa 
put  hvm  m  mind  of  vu  expression  of  Dr.  Johnson's  speaking  of  some 
Gentleman  who  had  very  hastily  ?md  enoneousiy,  as  he  thought, 
come  to  a  cope )usm>u  ,  of  a  popular  question,  "  Aye,  says  he,  he 
Js^  convinced,  but  then  this  conviction  is  not  honestly  come  by." 
This  observation  appeared  to  him  to  he  very  applicable  to  some 
of  tbe  arguments  that  hehad  heard  from  ihe  other  sideof  the  House. 

There  were  two  points  for  them  to  determine  ;  the  first,  whe- 
ther they  were  come  to  a  definite  op.nion  on  the  charge  of  cor- 
ruption? and  secondly,  m  w  hat  mode  they  were  toexpiess  their  sen- 
timents on  the  matter*,  w tiich  had  been  the  subject  of  the  several 
Amendments  mo\ed  by  different  Gentlemen  ?    Tins  last  would 
gain  stibdhsde  itself;  mto  several  propositions.    If  guilt y,  it 
.frould  be  to  be  considered,  whether  they  we»e  to  put  the  Duke 
off  York  on  his  trials  or  at  once  to  pass  sentence, __and  dopiive 
him  of  his  Command?    If  not  guilty,  then  they  would  ha>e 
.to  consider  the  Amendments,  and  determine  ou  which  was  the 
fftost  consonant  to  justice  ? 

:\Vt^h;  regard  to  the  original  address,  he  could  not  believe  it 
,w^uld  be  listened  to  for  a  moment.   He  could  certainly  conceive 
J|ttt>  ^e  posstbje  for  a  case  to  occur,  in  which  it  might  be  right  to 
jktoQO^nce  no  judgment  at  all ;  but  he  could  con'eeive  no  case 
ivhqre  the  decision  ought  to  b$  ambitious. — [Hear  I  hvar  I) 
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It  was  easy  for  the  House  to  say  whether  the  Duke  of  York  wag 
guilty,  of  ope  cr  other. of, those  charges.  It  was  possible  for  hi^Royal 
Highness  lahe  guilty  of  imprudence,  and  not  to  he  guilty  of  an  ac- 
tual transaction*  Hemighthave  been  guilty  of  great  negligence  "but 
yet  not  any  actual  participation  in  corruption.  He  agreed  with  f  heHo- 
nourah]eliaronet,that  corruption  did  not  consist  solely  in  receiving  or 
participating*  ,  He  entreated  of  the  House,  however,  to  be  explicit 
in  their  decision,  and  distinctly  to  say,  whether  the  Royal  Duke 
was  guilty  of  corruption  01  not,    An  Honourable  Gentleman  had 
said,_on  the  second  night  of  the  debate,  that  he  should  shew  his, 
opinion  by  his  vote.    This  was  one  of  his  great  objections  to  the 
mode  of  proceeding,  that  they  could  not  express  their  opinion 
on  the  subject  by  a  vote.    Two  hundied  might  be  for  the  whole 
question*  100  only  might  remain  on  the  second  part;  of  course 
the  question  might  appear  to  be  carried  by  a  majority.  The 
question  ^ould  tlien  remain,  was  the  Duke  culpable  or  not  ?  On 
this  new  ground,  the  question  was,  if  they  were  called  on  to  do  so 
on  the  credibility  of  the  evidence.    This  more  properly  applied  to 
his  professional  practice.    The  evidence  adduced  wanted  the  test, 
of  all  the  times,  nations,  sects,  and  persua>ions   in  the  world 
to  give  it  credibility  ;  not  only  so,  but  the  House  was  unable  t'o 
judge  what  it  would  have  been  had  it  been  on  oath.    The  Atheni- 
ans had,  on  one  occasion,  in  compliment  to  a  legislator  of  their 
x>wn,  refu&ed  to  allow  him   to  be  bound  under  any  trammels  m 
giving  his  evidence.    Another  equally  grave  tribunal,  however, 
refused  even  to  hear  Cato,  unless  on  oath.    Is  was  for  that  House 
now  to  say,  if  they  would  follow  the  example  of  the  Athenians, 
ia  preference  to  tiiat  of  the  Romans;  and  if  on  the  unsworn  tes- 
timony p?  such  persons  as  had  been  examined  they  would  form  a 
resolution  prejuducial  to  the  right  of  Citizens  ?    The  evidence,  he 
agreed,  was  perfectly  &ufikient  to  justify  the  public  in  putting 
the  Duke  of  York  on  his  trial ;  but  he  submitted  that  it  was  pe- 
culiarly doubtful  as  to  the  credibility  of  the  witness.    He  should 
now  consider  the  evidence  as  if  given  on  oath.    If  they  went  to 
Mis.  Clarke's  evidence,  and  esteemed  it,  as  of  itself,  ducct  evi 
dence-    If  without  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence,  they  had  only  pre* 
sumptive  evidence,  in  which  case  it  fell  under  the  observation  of 
our  senses  ;  but  if  it  was  above  all  exception,  then  nothing  was 
left  to  probability  or  conjecture.    Mrs.  Clarke  in  her  evidence 
asserted  that,  ip  a  multiplicity  of  transactions,  the  Di»ke  of  Yo/k 
not  only  knew  and  approved,  hut  suggested,  authorized,  and  en- 
forced her.  carrying  on  the  trade  to  which  she  alluded.    In  fact 
that  she  was  onlj  the  instrument,  but  that  he  was  the  instiga- 
tor of  these  actions  to  save  his  own  purse.    He  was  surprised 
to  f}nd  the  Address  so  woided  that  jt  did  not  seem  to'rest  on  Mis.- 
Clarke's  direct  evidence,  but  on  other  presumptive  evidence,  **  If 'is 
io -be  presumed,"  said  the  address.   A  Noble  Lord*  the  other 
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stated  thathe  had  great  Confidence  in  the  testimony  of  Mrs  Claike. 
it  was, surprising,  however,  that  the  Noble  Loid  did  not  shew  (hat 
lie   gave  full  confidence  to  her  evidence  by  extending  the  terms  of 
the  Address.    When  a  witness  was  seen  to  bear  malice,  if  he  was 
no  consistent  with  himself  or  with  others,  the  duty  of  those  w, ho 
were  to  judge  of  his  testimony  was  to  diive  out  of  their  consider- 
ation the  whole  of  such  evidence,  so  far  as  it  wns  not  confirmed 
by  others.    Then  to  see  how  much  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence  was 
b\  this  state.    Ail  that  passed  in  private  between  her  and  the 
Duke, of  York,  and  which,  therefore,  could  not  possibly  be  cor- 
roborated, was  to  be  regarded  with  a  jealous  eje,  because  of  the 
facility  with  which  it  might  be  fabricated,  the  ease  of  escaping 
punishment,  and  the  difficulty  of  detecting  it.    On  ail  of  these  oc- 
counts,  the  Judge,  uniformly,  in  considering  such  a  case,  desires 
the  Jury  to  receive  it  vu*h  the  greatest  caution,  else  men  would  be 
constantly  at  the  mercy  of  snclr  characters.    It  is  taen  necessary 
to  niquiie,  if  there  be  any  thing  to  break  in  on  such  a  testimony, 
though  it  may  not  ho  able  completely  to  contradict  it.    In  tins 
rejpect,  site  was  in  some  instances  couhadicted  by  herself,  in 
others,  by  the  evidence  of  third  parties.    She  was  of  course  not 
whai  is  called  a  perfectly  credible  witness,  or  one  above  ail  ex- 
ception.   The  letters  of  General  Clavcung  shew  that  she  had 
dealings  in  commissions,  but  they  did  not  shew  that  they  were 
corrupt  or,  not.    Miss  Taylor's  evidence  shewed  a  }»ort  of  corrupt 
cleabng.    11  e  did  not  cill  on  the  House  to  disbelieve  Miss  Taylor  -r 
he  did  not  think  there  was  sufficient  to  invalidate  her.    But  the 
question  is,  if  Miss  Taj  lot's  evidence  brought  the  question  suffi- 
neatly  ckar  before  the  House  ?    They  ought  to  knpw  that  this 
onr^matory  ewdence  was  true  before  they  admitted  it  in  corro- 
boration of  "the  other.    It  was  not  sitisiactory  to  his  Honour's 
mind  the  first  moment  he  heard  it ;  he  thought  Miss  Taj  ior  must 
have  mishear  J  what  was  said.    For  to  say  that  Colonel  French  had 
behaved  not  well  to  her  was  a  duect  falsehood:  every  statement 
shewed  that  he  had  greatly  exceeded  lu&p-ofits.    If  this  was  so- 
there  was  no  corroboration  of  the  evidence  of  Mr?.  Claike  what- 
ever, and  the  positron  of  the  cause  was  completely  changed,  lie 
proceeded  to  shew  that  a  person  in  Mrs.  Clarke's  situation  might*, 
use  influence  in  the  wa\  of  recommendation,  without  occasioning 
any  ground  of  suspicion  of  corruption  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief.    Thjs  must  entirely  depend  On  the  number  of 
her  recommendations,  and  this  number  from  the  evidence  before 
them  he  thought  not  sufficient  to  occasion  any  suspicion  of.  the 
kind.    Many  men  might  think  that  they  weic  not  bound  to  give 
a  verdict  of  acquittal  when  thero  were  strong  suspicions  of  guilt. 
There  would'  be  a  contradiction  in  terms,  however,  where  a  mat- 
ter was  uncertain,  and  it,  was  a  doubt  whether  we  should  believe 
it  or  not,  immediately  to  act  as  if  we  did  believe  it.    The  Ho- 
nourable and  Learned  Qcntkn/an  proceeded  to  read  a  collection 
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W  the  aWeflions  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  as  to  her  inikence  over  the 
Commander  m  Chief,  and 'the  use  she  made'of  it  in  the  procur- 
ing cbm  Missions,  &£.  in  the  anny.  She  stated  th*it  she  did  not 
coriirfience'  the  traffic  till  she  be«an  to  suffer  distress  for  money, 
yet  ft  appeared  that  though  she  did  not  commence  the  establish- 
ment at  Gloucester- place  t'ifl  the  beginning  of  the  jear  1804,  she 
had  an  office  in  full  emplo\,  and  an  accredited  agent  in  the 
person  of  Mr.  Corri,  in  February  of  the  same  year  ;  thai  Corn 
was  again  known  to  Cockame,  and  through  them  that  Colonel 
French's  levy  was  applied  for.  The  tkike,  she  also  represented 
as^feeing  in  great  distress,  "hardly  ab'e  to  give  her  occasionally  an 
extra  hundred  pounds.  When  he  had  given  her  so  unlimited 
a'Controul  over  the  army  as  she  herself  had  s  ud,  was  it  not 
"wonderful  that  his  Royal  Highness,  when  at  some  time  unable 
to  give  hei  the  1001.  did  not  , question  her  what  she  had  done 
with  tl  e  Majorities  and  Captaincies  over  which  he  had  given  her 
the  disposal,  whereas  an  Ens^gncy  might  have  done  more  than 
satisfied  her  wants i  yet  she  did  nut  tell  that  any  such  speech  had 
ever  been  made  to  her. 

Had  the  Duke  of  York  given  her  such  unlimited  power  as  it  had 
been  stated  she  possessed,  she  ought  never  to  have  found  -any 
difficulty  in  getting  her  applications  complied  with.  Would  he  in 
this  case  ever  have  obstructed  her  wishes  ?  In  many  instances  her 
applications  had  faded.  French  had  been  kept  in  suspense  three 
months,  and  Tonyn  had  wafted  still  longer,  though  his  promotion 
tvas  of  great  consequence  to  her.  From  a  variety  of  instances  it  was 
evident  she  was  miserably  informed  with  respect  to  the  regulations 
in  the  Duke  of  York's  office  in  consequence  oflhis  she  was  so  per- 
petually blfmdenng  about  Ton\n's  promotion.  As  to  Col.  Shawe, 
who  made  application  to  the  Commander  in  Chief  in  1804,  it  was 
not  astonishing  that  he  got  promoted  m  1806  ;  it  did  not  appear 
to  be  through  her  influence,  which  m  his  opinion,  had  in  that  in- 
stance totally  failed.  The  case  of  Brooke  and  Knight,  he  next 
proved,  afforded  no  indubitable  proofs  of  her  influence  being  so 
high  as  she  wished  it  believed.  Thus,  from  these  circumstances, 
it  was  obvious  she  failed, of  accomplishing  her  object  much  oftener 
than  she  succeeded. 

The  Hon.  and  Learned  Gentleman  then  spoke  of  the  necessity  of 
Princes  regulating  their  conduct  by  the  strictest  rules  of  morality, 
as  their  example  "must  be  supposed  to  have  a  great  eifect  on  the 
conduct  and  ideas  of  a  considerable  portion  of  their  fellow  creatures, 
but  it  was  "not  for  the  Hfouse  of  Commons  to  punish  private  ink- 
mprailty,  he  was  for  their  pioceedmg  according  to  law,  butagaiilst 
assuming, an)  arbitiary  or  discretionary  power.  They  were'  only 
to  punish  adultery,  or  any, other  imtn'ofal  action,  as  far  as  it  affected 
the  individual  accused,  in  the  execution  of  his  official  duties,  That 
fact  Was 'theiefote  to  be  ascertained.  He  did  not  deny  that  Hi<» 
Hoxal  Highness  had  not  prohibited  Mrs.  Clarke  from  pealing  or 
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writing  upon  the  subject  of  Army  Promotions. — (A  loud  cry,  0/ 
Hear,  hear) — It  "was  against  the  Duke  that  he  did  not  immediately 
2nd  stedfastly  prevent  her  from  ever  opening  her  hps  upon  the  sub- 
ject— (Hear  I  hear*)  he  ought  never  to  have  ansvercti  her  letters 
*r~(Hear'  hear  !)—  But  this  was  not  the  question  now;  the  question 
was  not,  whether  he  permitted  her  going  so  f.ir,  *t  was,  had  it  led 
his  Rejal  Highness  to  do  any  thing  which  was  improper*  and  upon 
which  tins  House  should  pass  a  vote  of  cens'ire  or  condem- 
nation ?  TheR^ght  Hon.  and  Learned  Gentleman  observed,  that 
the  nature  of  our  law  was  such  as  to  require  unanimity  in  a  jury  , 
btit  it  did  not  so  require  in  any  Judges,  and  least  oi  all  could  it  so  re- 
quire in  the  House  of  Commons  upon  any  subject,  and  as  little  upon 
this  as  upon  any  other.  The  ^seiy  nature  of  the  assembly  required 
that  all  its  proceedings  should  be  decided  by  majority. — He  asked 
the  House,  whether  they  were  prepared  to  pionounce  -upon  this 
evidence  against  the  Duke  of  York,  if  it  were  a  question  of  hie 
and  death  ?  For  it  was  nothing  less  than  that  to  such  a  character 
as  that  of  his  Royal  Highness,  when  it  was  proposed  that  he  should 
bedisgraced  and  degraded.  This  would  be  the  case  it  any  course 
were  taken  except- that  of  voting  the  resolution*  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  or  the  Exchequer.  He  did  not  expect  that  there  should 
not  be  variety  of  opinion  in  the  House  ;  but  he  trusted  that  a  con- 
siderable majority  would  he  of  opinion,  that  the  Resolutions  of  the 
Charcellot  of  the  Exchequer  ought  lo  be  adopted. — He  was  con- 
fident that  the  House  would  do  its  duty,  and  he  was  confident  a'h.o, 
that  whatever  way  the  House  should  dispose  of  this  question  the 
public  would  he  perfectly  satisfied  with  their  verdict. 

SirSamuelB  omi  lly  Mr.  rpeaker,  although,  Sir,  I  offer  my- 
self  immediately  after  my  Learned  and  Honourable  Fne.id  ;  it  is 
by  no  means  my  intention  to  replv  to  his  observations  in  more  thart 
such  genet  a!  angers,  as  appeal  m  my  mind  to  atise  from  the  evi- 
dence before  the  House,  1  must  confess  tint  seeing  as  1  do  that 
cwdence  in  a  fai  d  fitrent  hght,  from  all  the  professional  friends 
who  preceded  me,  I  am  there*  ore  anxious  not  i ogive  a  silent  \  oie 
upon  this  intpoitant  subject.  But  m  stating  my  reasons  for  this 
difference  ot  opinion  let  not  the  House  be  alarmed  at  the  idea  of 
my  cnteiing  into  the  various  brandies  of  that  evidence  and  of  com- 
menting upon  it  m  detail.  I  still  do  hope  lor  its  indulgence  v,hust 
1  endeavour  to  point  out  tho^e  points,  upon  which,  in  mv  mind, 
this  House,  in  order  to  atnve  at  a  just  and  conect  decision,  ought  to 
la)  the  gi  eat  est  weight.  I  mean  those  strong  and  undeniable  state- 
ments upon  which,  alter  compaizng  with  \  ccuhar  strictness  one 
case  with  the  other,  after  exeieismg  the  most  matuie  judgment, 
l  am  compelled  to  the  necessity  ot^declaiiLg  it  impossible  for  toe 
to  assent  to  the  proposition  of  my  Right  Honourable  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  calls  upon  this  House 
solemnly  to  decide,  that  there  exists  no  grounds  for  imputing  to 
his  Rojai  Ilighuess,  citaei  corruption  or  connivance  in  the  dis- 
graceful 


(    5?5  ) 


graceful  transactions  which  this  enquiry  has  disclosed.  Since  the 
Honourable  Mover*  submitted  his  ongiml  Address  to  the  Throne 
various  proposition*,  in  the  sh-ipe  of  amendments,  hive  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  consideration  ot  this  House.  The  amendment  first 
proposed  by  my  Right  Honourable  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  goes  at  once  to  contravene  the  meaning1  and  effect  of 
the  original  Address.  That  of  the  Right  Honourable  Gentlemant 
though  differing  in  the  grounds,  tends  to  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  address.  Upon  all  these  propositions,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  submit  a  few  observations  to  the  House,  at  the  same  lime 
that  I  endeavour  to  impress  upon  it  the  reasons  why  I  should  giv£ 
ray  vote  to  adopt  the  original  proposition,  and  for  negativing  the 
different  amendments. 

The  first  question  for  us  to  consider  is,  whether  there  exists 
grounds  for  this  House  in  its  judicial  capacity,  to  exercise  that  un- 
questionable right;  and  next,  m  the  existence  of  such  grounds, 
whether  we  ought,  on  that  subject,  to  address  the  Throne.  It 
was  indeed  with  some  astonishment  I  heard  it  argued  by  my  Right 
Honourable  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  this 
House  was  called  upon  to  declare  its  positive  decision  upon  the 
guilt  or  innoceuce  ot  his  Royal  H.ghness  the  Duke  of  York — that 
it  was  imperative  upon  it  to  %ivean  aye  or  a  no     Upon  that  point, 
that  no  other  com se  of  conduct  was  open  to  it,  and  that  ni  not 
pursuing  it,  this  House  would  deviate  from  the  strict  line  of  duty 
which  was  becoming  bolh  its  own  character  and  the  claims  of  tile 
illustrious  personage  accused.    Surely  there  must  be  some  mistake 
in  the  course  which  my  Right  Honourable  Friend  has  recommend- 
ed For  he  must  be  aware  that  there  never  has  orcan  be  a  question 
with  respect  to  the  right  and  ppwer  of  this  House,  to  addiess  the 
throne  upon  the  propriety  of  removing  from  a  public  station  a 
public  servant  without  coming  to  a  distinct  and  decided  opinion  upon 
the  guilt  or  innoceuce  of  the  party  against  whom  the  address  is 
directed  (hear  !  hear  !)  ;  equally  untenable  are  the  conclusions  that 
this  House  ought  not  to  come  to  such  a  decision  unless  upon  the 
grounds  of  complete  evidence,  that  is,  evidence  complete  m  a  legal 
irtteipretation  and  received  under  those  sanctions,  under  which  tes- 
timony is  received  in  the  courts  of  justice.    I  believe  that  in  the 
history  of  Parliament,  no  such  limitation  has  been  set  to  the  power 
of  this  Hoose.    it  is  not  restricted  from  its  inquiry  by  any  such 
considerations.    We  are  not,  according  to  the  Ordnance  of  the 
Roman  law,  compelled  to  the  decision  of  guilty  or  not  guilty,  nor 
to  the  principle  of  the  Scottish  law,  to  proven  or  not  proven ,  But 
if  ever  theie  was  a  case  where  this  House  was  incapacitated  fiom 
exercising  such  a  judgment,  it  is^upon  the  important  question  now 
before  us.  Here  there  is  no  choice  of  this  nature  given  us,  because 
we  do  venture  to  form  an  ultimate  decision  upon  the  conduct 
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of  his  Royal  Highness  we  have  no  power  to  pronounce  any  otifer 
verdict  than  that  he  is  not  guilty. 

My  Right  Hon.  Friend  has  placed  gi  eat  stress  upon  the  charges 
which,  he  says,  were  preferred  by  the  Honourabk\Mover,  and  that 
therefore  those  charges  ought  to  he  met  withaduect  admission 
or  denial  by  this  House.  I  deny  that  this  House  has  any  de- 
finitive knowledge  of  such  charges.  In  criminal  proceedings, 
where  a  defined  accusation  is  preferred  before  our  ordinary  tri- 
bunals, such  accusations  are  reduced  to  writing,  both  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  judges  to  decide,  and  the  accused  to  answer. 
Have  we  any  such  thing  heie?  We  have  not.  It  is  truet  that 
very  serious  facts,  highly  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  public  pros- 
pent},  have  been  unfolded  to  us,  which  have  rendered  it  neces- 
sary for  this  Housetp  investigate  the  conduct  of  hisRojal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  York,  in  his  responsible  character  of  Commander  in, 
Chief,  but  still  this  is  not  the  tribunal  at  thebar  of  which  his  guiil 
'  or  innocence  is  to  be  decided  {Bear!  Hear!).  Wiih  the  Noble 
Lord*  under  the  gallery,  I,  to  those  who  hold  a  contrary  opinion, 
put  this  question — If  this  house  are  to  try  the  question  ot  gudt  or 
innocence,  where  is  the  record?  Indeed,  it  is  o,nly  in  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Chanxellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  ' in  reviewing  the 
occurrences  of  those  times,  posterity  could  at  ail  trace  that  any 
such  imputations  as  personal  corruption  and  criminal  connivance 
were  attributed  to  the  Duke  of  York.  But  what  says  the  letter 
ot  the  party  accused  ?  Does  it  not,  in  the  strongest  terms  de- 
precate any  attempt  of  this  Houe  to  pronounce  a  decision  upon  his 
case?  Does  it  not  cail  upon  you  to  refer  the  matter  disclosed  in 
evidence  to  he  judged  of  by  another  tubunal,  alone  competent  to 
that  object, 

And  with  respect  to  this  unfortunate  letter,  unfortunate  as  I  must 
call  it,  which  only  the  worst  advisers  could  have  lecommended,  I  do, 
from  my  soul,  sincerely  wish  that  it  vias  possible  at  once  to  blotitirom 
the  Journals  of  this  House,  and  to  expunge  it  from  the  memory  of 
e\ery  mant  in  the  country.  In  this  letter  the  Duke  of  York  requests 
you  to  avoid  that  veiy  course  of  proceeding,  which  his  defenders 
in  that  House  now  piopose  for  3 our  adoption.  They  call  upon 
you  to  come  at  once,  upopT  the  evidence  pioduced,  to  an  open  de- 
claration of  his  guilt  or  innocence,  although  in  this  ever-to-be- la- 
mented letter,  his  Ro}al  Highness  thus  states  :  "  My  consciousness 
"  of  innocence  leads  me  confidently  to  hope,  that  the  House  of 
"  Commons  wili  not,  upon  such  evidence  as  they  have  heard, 
**  ado*pt  any  proceeding  prejudicial  to  my  honour  and  character; 
"  but  it,  upon  such  testimony  as  has  been  adduced  against  me,  th« 
"  House  of  Commons  can  think  my  innocence  questionable*  I  claim 
"  of  their  justice  that  I  shall  not  be  condemned  without  trial,  or 
"  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  and  protection  which  is  afforded  to 
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66  every  British  subject,  by  those  san«^ioin  under  which  alone  cv£ 
te  dence  is  received  m  the  ordm  \ry  administration  of  the  law.*'  It  is 
theieforeto  deprecate  such  a  decision,  tint  I  feef  myseif  bound 
to  oppose  the  resolutions  of  \vy  Ksght  Honourable  Friind  the 
Chancellor  of  the;  Exchrquei  ;  hut  though  I  leave  It  to  the  tri- 
bunal most  fit  to  pronounce  upon  the  &wlt  and  innocence  of  the 
accused,  the  right  of  pis^ho  itsjudgment-,  I  still  cannot  hesitate 
-to  say,  that,  fi  om  the  evidence  this  House  has  examined,  I  see  no 
grounds  for  believing  that  his  Ro}al  ll^hnessdid  not  know  of  the 
dhgrdceful  liansacijoas  which  h  ivebetn  disclosed.  I  will  not  adopt 
the  term  vrimwa!  connivance,  indeed  I  cannot  see  the  necessity  of 
its  introduction, unless  for  the  direct  piii  pose  of  preventing  three 
Or  four  Members  fiom  supporting  the  original  proposition.  That 
proposition,  after  the  best  deliberation  I  could  afford  the  subject* 
f  feel  the  necessity  of  supporting,  and  Iheie  is  no  consideration 
shall  make  me  shrink  from  the  (kity. 

The  House  will  excuse  me  whilst  I  make  a  few  observations  on 
those  parts  of  the  evidence  by  which  I  am  induced  to  form  my 
opinion.' — In  the  fust  place,  notwithstanding  all  that  has  been  said 
and  done  to  shake  the  confidence  of  that  House, in  the  truth  of  her 
statements,  1  do  not  thsbelie\e  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke. 
When  first  she  appeared  ai  that  bar,  the  general  i.n  predion  was, 
that  she  was  stating  a  baseless  story.  In  every  quarter  the  strong- 
est, doubfs  ^ere  entertained  of  her  credibility.  She  was  repiesent- 
ed  a'one  actuated  by  hostile  and  vindictive  feelings  against  the 
accused,  and  that  of  coutse  every  pi obabihty  went  in  opposition 
to  her  statements.  Howeter,  her  evidence  proceeded,  and  in  its 
progie^s  compelled  the  attention  ol  this  House.  1  do  not  pretend 
to  say,  that  she  is  a  witness  who  ought  to  be  believed  in  e\ery  in- 
dividual statement  she  made  ;  but  I  miist  and  do  consider  her 
as  entitled  to  credit  ui  iaefs  corroborated  by  other  witnesses. 

A  Learned  and  Honourable  Friend  of  mine,  the  Atioinei -Ge- 
neralvseemed  to  think,  that  in  the  estimate  which  this  house  should 
form  of  Mis,  Claike's  veracit),  it  was  always  to  bear  m  mind,  that 
she  was  an  accomplice  m  the  criminahl} ,  which  she  unfolded.  But 
to  what  extent  did  this  attempt  at  the  imptv.  dfment  of  her  credit 
go  ?— :Only  to  this ;  ihal  Mrs.  Claike,  seeing  that  his  Royal  High- 
ness had  no  objection  to  the  exeicise  of  hei  influence,  took  mot*  »y 
fiom  those,  whom  *>he  served,  foi  the  excition  of  that  mfm. 
ence.  This  is  the  extent  of  her  co-operation,  this  is  the  sum  of 
her  immorality  in  these  transactions,  and  yet  it  nupon  that  species 
of  immorality  that  the  Learned  Attorney-General  endeavoured  to 
impress  upon  this  House,  that  she  is  not  a  witness  to  be  credited  at 
your  bar,  and  that  the  testimony  she  has  delivered  is  false.  (If ear  ! 
hear  !)  I  do,  m  1113  conscience  behe\e,  that  m  this  country  theie  are 
many  men  capable  of  this  species'of  immorality,  of  this  veiy  offt-iice 
foi  the  commission  of  which  it  is  attempted  to  attach  disci  edit  to 
Mis.  Ciaikc,  \*ho  would  cnduiM  the  exuemiiy  of  human  biidei.ng 
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before  they  could  be  brought  by  any  pre^ice  t»>  ronyr^*  fV 
heinous  crime  of  givng  false  testimony  B>  ..u,.  ,r  o  tbso  <rm« 
nahty  of  Mrs.Clarke t>f  a  mo^e  agg<  avat"? '  c\  i?i"t",'\  s  J'e  s»*  .  1  e 
most  disreputable  ru  waning  of  the  reim  -w  »cc  m  t»];ce,  ^nl.tie 
contended  that  she,  that  accomplice,  vui>  mew. "  1  *  ted  fs  »'vng 
evidence  which  this  House,  or  ai»y  f  omt  wf  J  s.  oc  ^osld Abe  au- 
thorised in  refusing  ?  By  no  means.  The  n»«l.  1-,  -'hat  even  m  capi- 
tal cases,  a  Jury  can  convict  upon  i^e  cv  ih :s  ,c  of  au  jhloiii- 
plice,  where  that  evidence  n  conoboiated  even  m  a  smg'e  point. 

The  Noble  Lord,  *  under  fhe  Gaileij,  did  on  a  fdmei  occasion 
refer  to  a  case  where  such  evidence  was  ful!\  appoved  by  the  most 
able  lawyers.    Two  men  had  been  indicted  for  a  highway  robbery, 
but  the  party  lobbed  were  unable  to  identify  ihcm.    The  other 
witness  produced  was  an  accomplice,  and  though  he  swore  that 
the  robbery  was  committed  by  three  persons,  although  the  party 
robbed  believed  there  weie  only  two,  .still  the-  coincidence  of  the 
accomplice,  with  the  testimony   of  the  other  witness,  in  ano- 
ther  solitary  case,  ied  to   the  conviction  of  the  prisoners, 
**hich  conviction  on,  a  subsequent  reference  to  the  Twelve 
Judges  was  declared  a  legaL  verdict.     There  was  also  an  ana* 
logous  ca«?e,  the  King  v.   Durham,  tried  some  time  since  at 
the  Old  Bailey.    Indeed,  it  was  only  m  cases,  where  accomplices 
were  themselves  found  guilty  of  felony,  that  their  testimony  m  any 
legal  view  was  considered  either  incompetent  or  inadmissible. 
So  if  Mrs*  Clarke  have  been  convicted  of  any  offence  ,  with  which 
it  is  now  attempted  to  impeach  her,  then  and  only  then  could  there 
exist  any  reason  for  refusing  the  testimony,  which  she  gave  with 
respect  to  the  different  contiad'ction?  which  appeared  m  her  evi- 
dence.   Such  as  those  relative  to  the  2J()1.  note,  and  some  other 
statements,  they  could  have  no  great  tiled  in  estimating  the  re- 
liance which  this  House  ought  to  place  upon  other  points,  because 
it  was  to  be  remembered  all  such  contradictory  ansvveis  weie  of  a 
nature,  wholly  immaterial  to  the  tacts-  with  which  the  Duke  of 
York  was  charged     1  do  most  ceitamiy  admit  that  in  a  Couifc  of 
Justice,  where  a  witness  is  examined  undei  the  solemn  and  serious 
obligation,  upon  the  sacred  ob.^eivance  of  which  he  pledged  his 
hopes  of  salvation,  the  most  immaLcnal  tonlradiction   is  con- 
clusive against  his  character  for  veiacity,  but  no  such  consequence 
can  be  presumed,  wheie  a  witness  makes  immaterial  contradictions 
under  the  ten  or  of  no  such  obligation,  or  leshained  by  the  conse- 
quences which  would  follow  the  violation.    Thus,  though  it  was 
impossible  not  to  acknowledge  that  Mrs.  Clarke  had  frequently 
contradicted  heiself,  still  the  house  must  feel  that  it  was  upon  points 
in  which  she- seemed  to  have  no  interest  m   the  contradiction, 
neither  did  they  at  all  affect  the  mam  ohj  jct  oi  the  investigation. 
This  opinion  i  iiave  formed  from  an  attentive  consideration  of  her 
conduct  at  the  Bar — condrct,  which,  mm)  mind,  whethei  \  om 
a  wa'ht  of  seubibilit) ,  or  iiwtvuh^Uudun;  the  fa  ^iu  ..isons  of  «vhich 


(    579  ) 


wo  ha\e  heard  so  much,  excited  no  other  feeling  than  disgust.  X>i< 
the  comse  of  m\  professional  career  it  has  been  my  painful  lot  to 
r  see  too  frequent  examples  of  deliberate  peijury,  but  in  such  oa^s 
I  have  uniformly  observed,  that  the  person  -ft ho  came  prepaied  to 
for&vear,  came  also  prepared  to  evade  examination,  and  to  <>uaid 
against  ihe  consequences  Bui  what  demeanor  did  this  witness 
exhibit?  DitecMy  the  reverse  She  appeared  in  all  the  pndc  oi 
fewty.  She  received  your  interrogatories  with  a  marked  inattention, 
because  she  had  the  knowledge,  that  the  hasn  on  which  she  de- 
pended woo  la*  fully  bear  her  out.  She  sailed  at  your  cross  e\u 
minations,  «he  answered  with  repaitee,  and  she  withsl  ood  all  the 
endeavouis  which  vveie  so  successively  made  to  waylay  her  from 
hei  statements,  supported  by  nothing  but  the  consciousness  of  the 
truth  of  that  she  said.  Besides,  it  was  also  to  be  lecollected  by 
this  House  that  the  Honourable  Mover,  had  declared  in  his  evi- 
dence, that  he  had  forewarned  her  of  tVie  necessity  of  strict  ad her- # 
ence  to  truth,  and  of  the  pen!  which  would  attend  its  disregard. 
With  such  a  knowledge  or  consequence*,  though  Mrs.  Cia-ite  did 
not  appear  at  the  bar,  under  the  sanction  of  an  oath,  yei  she  did 
come  there  under  the  impression  that  quick  and  immediate  punish- 
ment would  await  her  if  she  prevaricated.  1  believe  there  were 
other  witnesses  examined,  who  came  under  a  far  different  impres- 
sion^ Hear  !  hear  !)  and  the  consequence  was,  that  they  started  not 
at  falsehood,  but  actually  set  truth  at  defiance 

These  were  the  general  observations  with  which  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  precede  the  few  observations  which  I  intend  to  offer  on 
the  evidence  itself.  In  the  whole  course  of  my  practice  or  of  ray 
reading,  I  have  never  met  a  case  standing  upon  such  a  strong 
foundation.  A  woman  appears  at  your  bar,  to  tell  a  very  incredi- 
ble stos  y.  Shemak.es  her  disclosure  with  a  courage  and  a  confL 
deuce  which  only  truth  could  justify.  She  knows  of  large  bundles 
of  letters  rerei  na'>  to  the  accusation,  which  she  v>as  then  pre- 
fening,  which  were  found  with  Sandon,  and  with  the  landlord  of 
her  fomier  lodgings  She  evinces  no  anxiety  to  know  for  what 
object  they  wcie  pioduced  These  letters  are  minutely  examin- 
ed; witnesses  for  the  avowed  purpose  ot  rebutting  her  evidence,, 
are  pioduced  at  }o«ir  bar.  What  i?  the  result  of  all  these  ope- 
rations? Is  it  lefutahon?  Is  <t  contradiction  ?*  No  such  thing. 
Every  witness,  every  document,  all  go,  not  only  to  be^r 
oat  hqi  evidence,  not  only  i  >  corroborate  every  particular  i*i 
hei  statemcits  a?  refent.i^  to  the  inquiry,  but  carry  convic- 
tion to  au  extent  iar  beyond  that  winch  her  testimony  oa- 
gmaliy  unfolded  {Hear!  atari  hear!)  And  unless  we  shut 
our  eye«»  to  truth  and  facts,  it  is  impossible  but  this  unexpected 
con  him  ah  on  of  her  statements  must  make- a  considerable  impres 
sion.  Foi  my  part,  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  reject  her  evident 
even  upon  points  not  coiioborated  by  other  circumstances.  When 
first  ray  attention  w  as  directed  to  some  parts  of  the  conducftnipu- 
ted  to  the  Commander  in  Chiel,  1  hesitated  long  before  I  could 
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girte  (Ted'If  *o  (hem.  Ti  does,  however,  now  appear  -to  r*ie,  that 
from  what  we  have  learned  on  other  points,  not  immediately 
connected  with  military  transactions,  I  hat -there  is  very  strong 
probability  for  believing.  It  is  with  regret  that  1  am  compelled 
to  mention  ihem  ?  they  have  indeed  been^a!  ready  submitted  to  this 
'Borne  hx  the  Noble  Lord*  under  the  Gallery,  with  that  degree  of 
talent-  which  all  must  admire,  particularly  when  united  to  that 
pure  and  unadulterated  honesty,  which  so  strongly  marks  the 
prime  life  of  that  distinguished  -Nobleman— (/^r/  hear  I  hear  l)< 
In  the  ease  of  Eeooett,  to  which  1  allude,  we  find  Colonel  Tay- 
lor recommending  Kennett  to  obtain  a  recommendation  from  Sir 
Horace  Mann.  Ami  with  that  occurrence  in  our  view,  when  we 
hear -such  stress  laid  upon  the  regularity  of  the  recommendations, 
which  were  made  in  favour  of  the  different  officers,  whose  promo- 
tion was  obtained  by  the  influence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  is  it  not  proba- 
ble to  presume  that  such  recommendations  were  procured  for  the 
express  purpose  of  covering  and  concealing  the  real  and  sue:  cestui 
operation  \  and  what  reliance  can  this  House  affix  to  the  undefined 
answer,  which  has  been  so  frequently  given  ut  your  bar,  namely 
that  such  an  officer  was  -recommended  -at  the  instance  of  a  most 
respectable  person. 
•  The  case  of  Miss  Taylor  has  already  engaged  a  considerable 
share  of  the  time  and  ingenuity  of  my  learned  Friends  who  have 
preceded  me  in  this  discussion.  For  my  part  from  the  character, 
demeanour;  and  evidence  of  "that  young  woman,  I  rely  fully  upon 
her  credit.  Her  having  kepi  a  boarding-school  has  produced  much 
comment,  hut  allow  me  to  say,  that  the  very  fact  of  her  having 
children  committed  lo  her  care  and  protection,  is  no  slight  evi- 
dence of  the  purity  of  her  life  and  character.  (Hear!  hear .')  And 
from  what  has  happened  to  that  unfortunate  young  woman,  since 
she  was  examined  at  this  bar*  which  the  Noble  Lord,  with  so  much 
feeling  communicated  to  this  house  on  a  former  evening,  namely, 
the  loss  of  all  her  scholars,  we  must  conclude,  that  the  persons, 
who  since  this  inquiry,  had  withdrawn  their  children  from  her  care, 
were  persons  attentive  to  the  precepts  and  principles  of  morality, 
and'th  d  they  were  persons  upon  whose  good -opinion  ot  Miss  Tay-' 
Jor,  this  house  must  relv,  in  estimating  the  general  tenor  of  her 
life  I  will  ask,  what  interest  could  that  witness  have  m  givmg 
the  testimony  she  has  given,  if  it  were  untrue  ?  Can  you  suppose 
th»V  she  was  actuated  by  either  hostility  or  resentment  against  the 
accused  >  To  imagine  Vnal  her  inducement  arose  from  a  connec- 
tion by  marriage  with  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  an  idle  assumption.  And 
whaHkeresi  could  she  have  in  appearing  against  so  powerful  and 
exuRed  a  Personage  as  the  Duke  of  York?  But  perhaps  we  shall 
be  told  that  she  was  brought  here  by  the  interest  of  money  .  I  hat 
is  thai  she  was  a  bribed  and  suborned  witness.    Will  a  Court  ot 
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Justice  act  upon  such  an  assumption ?  Will  this  House  in  investi- 
gating the  conduct  of  the  Son  of  a  King,  presume  an  inference, 
which,  on  the  tnal  of  any  other  person,  m  our  subordinate  tribu- 
nals, would  not  for  a  single  moment  be  listened  to  ?  Then  what 
says  Miss  Tajloi's  evidence  ?— she  states  that  the  Duke  of  York  in - 
quned  of  Mrs.  Clarke  how  Colonel  French  conducted  himself  to 
h<>r.  I  call  upon  every  man  who  hears  me,  solemnly  to  ask  him- 
seif—for  what  honest  purpose  con  Id  his  Royal  Highness  have  made 
this  enquiry  '  {.Near!  hear!  hear  /)— How  could  he  know  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  had  any  connexion  with  Colonel  French  ?  If  she 
had  made  anv  communications  on  his  Levy,  was  it  not  the  duty  of 
his  Royal  Highness  direct!)  to  stop  her,  to/as  it  were,  shut  the  door 
in  her  face?  But  when  we  find  ttnt  he  asked,  how  French  be- 
haved to  her— what  construction  can  you  put  upon  these  terms  ? 
what  inference  can  30a  delucetiom  ihem  ?  I  protest  to  ray  God, 
that  in  every  cons»idei  iti>m  I  have  g  ven  to  these  expressions,  I 
can  entertain  no  other  construction,  I  cm  arrive  at  no  other  con- 
clusion ;  but  thai  in  using  these  expressions  his  Royal  Highness, 
meant  dnectlv — Is  French  Lberal  to  you  ?  Does  he  supply  your 
pecuniary  wants  > — {Hear !  hear !) 

The  next  point  that  presents  itself  to  my  view  is  this  mysterious 
letter,  which  I  most  ceitamly  do  assume  to  be  the  letter  of  the 
Duke  of  York.  If  th  it  is  not  established  in  evidence,  I  know  not 
what  fact  either  is  or  ever  was.  Did  the  life  of  a  fellow-creatuie  even 
depend  upon  the  avowal,  I  co-ild  not  hesitate  in  asserting  that  let- 
ter to  be  the  hand-writing  of  his  Royal  Highness.  It  was  to  be 
cons«dered,  that  at  the  time  the  Duke  of  York  declared  it  to  he  a 
forge*  y,  he  h  id  not  seen  the  letter  itself  5  and  I  am  convinced,  that 
if  it  wete  shewn  to  htm,  he  would  at  once  express  a  similar  convic- 
tion. Here  it  is  impossible  for  me  not  to  advise  those  who*  m* 
trcduced  the  comparers  of  hand-writing  to  reflect  upon  the  very 
dangerous  precedent  which  they  have  introduced.  There  have 
been  crises  whci  e  such  persons  weie  produced  to  prove  the  hand- 
wuting  of  the  same  person  to  two  different  documents;  but  for 
this  occasion  was  it  reserved  to  introduce  vvitues^es  to  prove  from 
companion  that  a  paper  ahedgcd  to  be  the  hand  writing  of  a  party- 
was  not  his  hund-wi  iting.  Indeed,  it  such  a  precedent  was  allowed 
there  would  be  no  s  \fety  in  some  of  the  most  serious  transactions  of 
life;  it  w  the  most  iuj unous  attempt  that  ever  was  laid  before  any 
judicial  or  enlightened  assembly. 

B»it  a  Right,  Honourable  Gentleman*  had  assumed  that  Mrs; 
Claike  *md  MUs  i\t\L>i  weie  both  in  a  conspiracy,  and  that 
they  hid  foiged  thi>  letter  with  cons  initiate  address.  Norc, 
it  is  exiraoidinai\  that  not  one  of  their  means  for  cu.%m« 
oil  thii  conspiracy  his  been  proved  or  a'lemprei  to  be  p.owJ, 
The  huth  appeared  on  the  itce  ot  ihn  leUer  ilbtti.  it  w*w 
piob&blj  wiHlen  at  the  lIor-;e  Guards,    it  w.i*  a  uieie  later  of 


*  Mi.  Yoiie. 

3  0  U 


busmen 


(    583  ) 


business  wholly  unconnected  with  any  of  those  other  circumstan.. 
ces,  which  so  particularly  characterised  the  other  communica- 
tions of  his  Royal  Highness.  It  appears  to  he  a  hasty  answer  t@ 
a  sudden  application.  The  words  are,  "  I  have  received  your  note, 
**  and  Tonyn's  business  shall  remain  as  it  is."  What  does  it  mean? 
Nothing  more  than  that  the  business  at  the  War  Office  should 
be  stopped  upon  an  application  of  this  woman — (Hear  !  hear  /) 
Perhaps  there  is  not  the  fullest  proof  to  warrant  the  conviction  of 
this  House  ;  hut  of  this  I  am  sure,  that  there  is  sufficient  to  make 
O  itthe  strongest  suspicion,  that  such  was  the  motive  and  such 
the  effect. 

The  next  question,  that  when  we  have  only  strong  suspicion, 
it  is  not  a  sufficient   ground  for  removal    fiora  office.  This 
doctrine  I  deny,  because,  although  jupon  suspicion,  it  would  be 
unconstitutional  to  punish,  it  is'still  a  sufficient  ground  for  dis- 
missal.   Is  this  House  not  competent  to  address  the  throne  for 
the  removal  of  a  person  charged  with  *  malversation  in  office, 
until  it  has  gone  through  all  /the  numeious  and  tardy  processes 
of  an  impeachment  ?  Did  this  House  suffer  a  first  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Ford  Melville*  to  contmueafc  the  head  of  that  department, 
because  the  evidence  which  \t  had  received  against  him  was  not 
giyen  undei  the  sanction  of  an  oath  ?  Did  not  this  House  follow 
«p  its  decision  against  that  Nobleman  with  an  address  to  the 
Im?   for  his  dismissal  from  place  and  counsel*,  and  not  for  any 
a.ct  done  during  the  period,  when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, but   for  practices  whih  had  taken  place  when  he  held 
another  office,  and  at  a  distant  period.    I  am  reminded  that  ther 
proceedings  in  evidence  against  Lord  Melville  were  taken  pn> 
#aih  :  still  if  the  want  of  that  sanction  is  so  very  impeiative  in  its 
consequences,  there  is  at  once  an  end  to  the  judicial  capacity 
of  this  House/  Is  this7  House  to  disfranchise  itself  of  its  right, 
particularly  the  right  and  capacity  of  inquiry  into  the  abuses  of 
establishments ;  of  sifting  the  mal-praciices  of  persons  in  office, 
forsooth,  because  it  cannot  examine  under  the  sanction  of  an  oath? 
In  a  wor(i,  that  this  House,  the  guardian  of  the  public  character 
and  credit^  is  incapacitated  from  calling  for  the  ^dismissal  of  those 
who  have  grossly  abused  their  high  situations  itt  which  his  Ma-" 
jesty  had  placed  them.  A 

i  would  be  glad  to  know  what  opinion  would  be  entertained  of 
any  other  person,  suppose  the  predecessor  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  if  it  were  proved  that  his  mistress  had  trafficked  in  the 
purchase  and  pi  emotions  of  the  aimy  .*  That  wherever  he  was 
|>afd,  preferment  followed  the  bribe,  that  so  frequent  were  the 
examples,  as  to  become  the  subject  of  general  notoriety  ?  That 
General  Officers  of  repute  in  the  service  had  heard  and  acted 
upon' it?  That  the  Coimmander  in  Chief  himself  was  known, 
under  the  influence  of  ths  mistress,  to  go  out  of  his  own  depart- 
ment irito  another  office,  for  the  purpose  ot  forwarding  her  pro- 
jects, and  liut  aii  these  transactions  were  set  m  motion  and  di 
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reeled  by  a  person  living  in  his  very  Household  ?  I  do  not  say, 
that  the  knowledge  of  those  transactions  constitute  a  crime, 
but  of  this  I  am  certain,  that  any  subject  in  these  iealms  thus 
acting,  would  be  pronounced  incompetent  longer  to  s  remain  at 
the  head  of  the  army.  I  know  the  impossibility  of  treating  the 
Ko}al  Personage,  whose  conduct  we  are  now  considering,  by  the 
same  rules,  as  this  House  would  observe  to  the  other  subjects  of 
the  Crown.  Indeed,  we  have,  notwithstanding  the  application 
for  a  trial  on  the  same  principlej  as  are  extended  to  ordinary  per- 
sons, been  pietty  broadly  told  by  the  opposite  side,  that  we  can- 
not proceed  to  any  decision  against  the  Duke  of  York,  unless  we 
iruke  up  our  minds  to  alter  the  succession  to  the  Crown,  if  such 
be  the  rase,  can  we  in  the  same  breath  be  told,  that  this  House 
should  extend  to  his  Royal  Highness  the  same  measure  of  impar- 
tiality to  which  the  meanest  p  tsoh  in  the  empire  had  a  right. 

There  has  been  much  said  of  the  duty  of  this  House  not  to 
surrender  its  opinion  to  popular  clamour,  or  to  an  improper 
influence  without  ihe>e  dpois  1  here/  is  no  person  wthm  these 
walls  would  more  strong  i)  deprecate  any  improper  influence  upon 
the  s«>ber  and  correct  iud  »nient  of  this  House  than  I  would  ;  but 
I  must  at  the  same  time  obseive,  that  it  highly  becomes  us  if  vie 
should  differ  from  the  well  judging  auj  well-informed  out  of  doors 
who  will  quickly  cILkcuv*  our  decisions,  and  appreciate  our  motive, 
to  feel  within  our  bxca^ts  that  the  judgment  which  we  may  pro* 
nounce  is  such  as  our  conviction  wan  ants  and  our  conscience  ap- 
proves— (hear  1  hear  ')  Let  us  recollect  th  it  it  was  we  who  created 
this  pubhon  agitation  ;  that  it  was  we  who  granted  to  the  accused 
that  publicity,"  which  his  defenders  m  this  House  so  strenuously 
demanded — {hear!  hear!);  that  it  was  we  who  sent  by  eveiy 
days  post  our  proceedings  upon  that  subject  to  be  canvassed 
in  every  corner  of  the  kingdom.  With  this  recollection,  and 
with  the  knowledge  of  what  the  effect  has  been,  is  this  House 
now  to  be  desired  to  turn  .a  deaf*  ear  to  the  opinions  of  the  pub- 
lic )  With  every  respect  and  attachment  to  the  character  and 
fh^mty  of  the  famdy  on  the*  throne,  1  still  think  no  attachment 
oi  ic-gard  can  exceed  what  I  feel  due  to  the  character  and  dig- 
nity of  this  House.  And  grievously,  indeed,  should  I  lament  the 
loss  of  its  character  and  the  destruction  of  its  interests*  ir  I  ev<*r 
lived  to  see  the  period  when  this  House  became  insensible  to  the 
wrongs  of  the  people — when  the  public  complaint  was  heard  with 
indifference.  If  the  representatives  of  the  People  should,  to  the 
gratification  of  their  calumniators,  be  ever  reduced  to  that  degra- 
ded state  of  servility  and  debasement,  believe  me,  there  is  no  say- 
ing what  tremendous  Consequences  may  follow  (Hear!  hear! 
hear!).  I  lend  not  my  apprehensions  m  such  a  case  to  the  cala- 
mities of  a  civil  war,  but  J  hold  in  a  dreadful  perspective  all  the 
horrors  and  atrocities  of  a  civil  war,  carried  on  by  the  lowest  of 
the  people  {Hear!  hear!).  # 
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1  beg  pardon  of  the  House  for  having  so  long  trespassed  on  its  at- 
tention ( Hear  !  hear  !  J,  but  1  cannot  sit  down  without  declaring, 
on  my  conscience.,  that  m  the  whole  course  of  my  life  I  never  gave 
a  vote  more  leluctantly  than  I  shall  on  this  momentous  question  5 
that  1  have  wished,  fiom  the  beginning  of  this  inquiry,  to  be  ena- 
bled, consistently  with  the  sacred  principles  of  impai  rial  justice,  to 
pronounce  a  diffei ent  opinion .  but  that,  from  the  consideration 
which  1  have  bestowed  on  the  subject*  it  is  not  m  my  power  to 
put  any  other  interpietation  than  what  1  have  this  night  delivered, 
upon  the  evidence  examined  at  your  Bar.    ( Hear,  hear,  hear!  J 
The  veneiable  Judge,  Mr.  Burton,  who  took  an  eaiiypaft  in  the 
discussion  of  this  question,  did  allude  to  the  few  inducements 
which  the  remainder  of  his  life  presented  to  him.    Though  not 
arrived  to  the  same  penod  of  life  as  that-Honourable  Gentleman,- 
and  feeling,  as  I  do,  for  the  prosperity  of  those  with  whose  happi- 
ness, mi  n,e  is  connected,  I  still  do  declaie,  that  whafever  ma\  i*<* 
the  issue  of  this  most  serious  subject,  both  in  the  conduct  1  ha>  e 
pursued,  and  in  the  vote  I  shall  give,  I  have  m  no  degree  been  in- 
fluenced by  either  hope  or  advantage. 

JMr.  H.  Smith  regietted  thd  in  these  resolutions  these  was  no 
propositions  which  would  bring  the  Hous'e  to  a  distinct  vote  of 
Aye  and  No  upon  the  accusation.  He  admitted  that  the  tlou*e 
had  full  poweis  to  proceed  to  the  extremity  of  judgment,  and  ecu 
to  inflict  punishment,  but  he  did  not  considei  that  the  wt  of  ei- 
parte  evidence  given  was  sufficient  to  induce  the  House  to  belie\e 
there  was  that  sort  of  connivance  m  the  Duke  to  justify  theu  in- 
flicting censure  or  punishment. 

The  Solicitor  General  con^ideied  that  the  fust  question 
was,  whether  the  Hoube  should  decide  upon  the  guilt  01  innocence 
of  his  Royal  Highness  ;  and  next,  whethei  an  addie>s  ought  to  be 
mesemecf  to  his  Majesty.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  the  HoY.se 
should  come  to  a  distinct  dete; ruination  respecting  his  guilt 
or  innocence,  and  also  as  to  the  degree  of  guilt  or  inno- 
cence. He  considei ed,  that  such  an  Addiess  as  was  proposed  to 
be  earned  up  to  the  Throne,  would  '*ue  been  11  j c\ eisib'e  sen- 
tence of  condemnation  against  his  Ro\ai,  Highness  foi  moral  and 
political  guilt.  The  woids  of  thesAddiess  were  va^ue  and  eqimo- 
cal  in  the  highest  degiee.  He  could  not  see,  that  m  morality  or 
111  law  there  was  any  difference  between  connivance  and  participa- 
tion »n  conuption.  If  the  Duke  had  given  commissions  and  mili- 
tary appointments  at  the  leyuest  of  Mrs  Claike,  with  a  suspicion 
that  she  leceived  money  for  her  influence,  he  would  have  been  as 
corrupt  as  if  it  was  within  his  knowledge.  He  therefoie  saw  very 
l\tti^  difference  between  the  two  Addresses,  and  should  uifinirely 
prefer  a  distinct  isolation  being  pioposed  to  the  House.  The 
voting  for  either  of  these  Addiesses  would  be  passing  a  judgment 
from  which  there  would  be  no  appeal,  which  would  be  leioided 
for  eve$  which  would  attach  mfamv  to  the  Duke,  and  be  a  seveier 
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fumishmeat  than  stabbing  him  to  the  heart  (Bear!  hear!) 
If  the  chaise  of  foul  conuption.  was  thus  fixed  *pon  him,  how 
could  he  appeal  in  the  army,  or  hold  up  his  head  in  society,?.  He 
thought  that  an  addiess  for  removal  would  be  too  httle  if  the  Duke 
was  guilty,  and  too  much  if  he  was  innocent.  He  did  not  deny- 
that  the  House  would  be  justified  in  calling  for  lemoval  m  many 
cases,  but  m,  this  case,  what  was  to  be  considered  weie  the  direct 
charges  of  corruption.  »  .- 

lie  then  defended  the  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  to  the  House, 
which  he  consideied  as  peifectly  constitutional.  He  considered 
that  no  Biitish  subject  eight  to  be  criminally  punished  either  m 
life,  or  character,  without  being  furnished  with  the  charge  against 
Jiim  in  writing,  and  without  having  been  heard  in  his  defence,  and 
condemned  by  his  peeis  He  then  went  at  some  length  into  the 
examination  of  the  evidence;  and  the  sole  question  appealed  to 
him  to  be,  whether  the  Duke  was  privy  to  those  abuses  committed 
by  Mrs.  Clarke  >  He  thought  there  was.  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  to 
shew  that  he  kn,ew  of  her  receiving  money.  The  reason  that  he 
had  discredited  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  not  merely  from  her  character 
and  her  demeanour,  but  from  her  own  account  of  herself.— She 
was  an  Army  Broker,  aixd  the  trade,  of  Army  Brokers  was  lying 
and  cheating-  (A  laugh  J—  With  respect  to  the  piivity  of  the 
Duke,  all  the  other  witnesses  had  contradicted  her.  Neither  Do- 
novan, nor  Sandon,  nor  Corri,  or  any  other  of  her  agents,  believe4 
that  the  t>uke  kiiew  any  thing  about  the  money.  Mr.  R.  Knight, 
also,  contradicted  her.  Mrs.  Hovenden  gave  evidence,  that  Mrs, 
Claike  had  talked  to  her  of  "  working  upon  the  Duke  s  gopd-na- 
ture."  The  documentary  evidence  did  not  appear  to,  him  to  cor- 
roborate Mrs.  Clarke  with  respect  to  what  only^was  material,  Ihq 
privity  of  the  Duke.  He  then  commented  on  Mrs.  Claijke's  letter 
to  Donovan,  which  appeared  to  him  to  prove  fully  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  not  an  unwilling  witness,  as  she  had  represented.herself. 
This  would  also  appear  from  her  last  letter  to  Mr.  Adam,  when  she 
stated?  "  that  if  her  request  were  not  attended  to,  she  would  put 
««  the  letters  into  the  hands  of  Gentlemen  as  '  obstinate,  but  more 
"independent  than  the  Duke,* and  who,  fiom.  pique,  would  do 

*'  what  he  would  not." 

The  Learned  Gentleman  then  argued  at  great  length  on  the  im- 
probability of  an  illustrious  Prince  of  such  high  rank,  associating 
with  such  miscreants  as  the  witnesses.  If  he  had  entered  into  so 
foul  a  plot,  he  would  have  chosen  some  supple,  bending,  comply- 
ing agent  foi  his  Military  Secietary,  and  not  such  a  man  as  Colonel 
Gordon,  who  had  set  himself agamst'Army  Brokers.  Very  seveie 
oidew  had  been  issued  by  his  Royal  Highness  against  Army  Biokeis 
about  this  very  time,  and  this  was  a  pretty  sttong  proof  that  he 
did  not  then  connive  at  those  foul  practices  which  were  then  trans- 
acted through  the  medium  of  Army  Biokeis. '  Would  he,  in  case 


(    586  ) 

his  transactions  were  dishonourable,  have  chosen  021  e  of  the  most 
honourable  men  in  the  profession  (Mr.  Adam),  to  have  instituted 
enquires  about  the  conduct  of  Mrs.  Clarke  >  If  the  Duke  had  been 
conscious  of  privity  in  those  corrupt  practices,  he  would  not  have 
ventured  to  have  set  her  at  defiance.  If  he  had  not  a  high  sense  of 
the  value  of  honour  and  character,  he  would  not  have  parted  from 
Mrs.  Clarke,  when  he  found  her  character  would  nqt-jbear  investi- 
gation j  and  it  was  not  natural  to  suppose  that  a  man  who  at  one 
time  hadso  high  a  sense  of  ;he  value  of  character  in  a  woman  li  ving 
tinder  his  protection,  should  at  another  time  think  so  slightly  ot 
his  character  as  to  run  the  risk  of  exposure,  if  he  had  not  been 
conscious  of  his  innocence.  . 

In  answer  to  the  observation,  as  to  the  great  length  and  severity 
of  cross-examination  of  witnesses,  and  particularly  Miss  Taylor,  it 
was  done  from  necessity,  to  screw  out  the  truth  from  persons  who 
would  otherwise  have  concealed  it.  Did  not  Sandon  pertinaciously: 
stick  to  a  close  story.?  and  had  i  t  not  been  that  they  were  in  possession 
of  the  secret  abou  t  the  note,  it  would  have  been  impossible  to  have 
detected  bis  falsehood*  and  it  was  by  cross-examination  chiefly 
they  were  enabled  to  effect  it.  Besides,  the  cross-examination  of 
witnesses  who  were  against  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  conducted  with  much 
more  harshness,  particularly  Nicholls,  who,  at  the  especial  instance 
of  Mrs.  Clarke,  was  asked  whether  he  had  not  fogged  a  Willy  and 
"whether  he  was  not  parted  from  his  wife  on  that  account.  But  it 
seemed  the  cross-examination  of  some  witnesses  was  deemed  harsh,' 
whilst  one  still  much  more  strict  and 'more  offensive  toothers,  was 
not  taken  the  smallest  notice  of.  He  then  contended,  tha;t  Miss 
Taylor  was  by  no  means  so  clear  an  evidence  as  she  had  beeh  re- 
presented by  Sir  S*  Romiily  and  others,  for  she  had  said  that  she 
never  knew  Mr.  Clarke  was  in  business^  when  it  was  proved  he 
was  a  stone-mason ;  and  that  she  never  knew  her  father  werit  by 
any  other  name  than  Taylor,  when  ft  was  proved  positively  that 
he  went  constantly  at  the  Stock  Exchange  by  the  name  of  Chance. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  further  than  to  sav,*  that  the  House 
could  not  then  be  prepared  to  enter  upon  the  question  of  the  Ad- 
dress, in  either  case,  till:  they  had  first  determined  the  question  of 
Guilty  or  not  Guilty  of  the  corruption  or  connivance  with  which 
fhe  Duke  of  York  had  been  charged. — ?The  learned  Gentleman 
Laving  closed  his  speech, 

Lord  Castlereagh  moved,  an  adjournment.^- Adjourned  at 
Half-past  Three. 

Tuesday,  March  14. 
On  the  Order  of  the  Day,  being  read, 

Mr.  W  ynne  said,  he  would  have  offered  himself  to  the  notice 
of  the  House  last  night,  after  the  Honourable  and  Learned  Gentle- 
man who  .closed  tueir  proceedings,  had  he  not  perceived  that  they 
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were  toa  nn;eh  exhausted  U:  attend  \z  &uv  additional  observations. 
After  stating  the  object  of  the  uri^ivM  motion,  and  ih&  V-'-  "■  -m^nd* 
ments  which,  had  been  made,  he  «>hj«sr.£;d  lo  an  ^seuiou  -  *u*clr 
had  been  made  by  a  Right  Honourable  Member..  fhar  ;t  v/is  ;n$-- 
first  bouuden  dutj  of  the  House  to  ei;u nae  :ui<}  the  aU>:  1>-  :  i  a;" 
ruption,  and- come  to  a  deci/ion  thereon*  bef^r-  r'^y  i •)  i?d»--p-> 
any  further  proceedings.  'J]hat  was  a  doc  tune  muKh  te  Joi&Hy 
denied,  as  the  House  had  an  undoubted  right  t--»  ft-tc-pt  iv-. /  iitie  of 
procedure  they  pleased  and  if  the  vote  to  which  theitonse  su  mld; 
come  should  not  render'it  unnecessary,  it  was  his  wish  to  move  a 
Resolution,  that  when  a  complaint  was  made  against  any  Officer  of 
tile  Crown,  it  was  competent  for  the  House  to  examine  evidence 
upon  the  subject,  and  come  to  any  resolution  they  thought  proper 
upon  the  subject  without  being  compelled  to  appealta  any  other 
authority.*  it  was  an  inalienable  right  transmitted  by  our  forefa- 
thers, and  supported  by  a  vote  of  the  I  louse  in  the  proceedings  re- 
lative to  the  Duke  of  Lauderdale,  who  had  asserted  in  Council 
that  the  King's  orders  had  equal  authority  with  att  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  was  likewise  founded  in  leason,  for  nd  man  could  deny 
that  a  private  man  had  not,  at  all  limes,  a  right  to  dismiss  his  ser- 
vant  upon  his  own  suspicion,  although  he  might  not  be  able  to 
prove  an^  specific  charges  against  him.  The  situation,  of  Com-* 
rnander  in  Chief  was  unquestionably  a  public  officer,  and  although 
he  could  not  vote  the  Duke  of  York  guilty  of  the  charges  which  had 
been  adduced  against  him  upon. the  evidence  had  been  taken,  yet 
the  circumstances  were  so  strongly  suspicious  against  his  conduct 
that  be  felt  it  his  duty  to  votefor  having  him  removed  from  his  ex* 
aked  situation.  In  proceedings  by  impeachment,  some  deviation 
Jfad  taken  place  from  former  proceedings.  The  oiddaw  on  this  sub- 
ject was,  that  the  person  was  accused,  generally  of  having  misde-* 
meaned  himself  in  his  office,  and  the  several  articles  exhibited  on 
that  occasion  were  considered  as  so  many  overt  acts,  which  went 
to  support  the  general  charge.  But  this  .practice  had  been  changed 
of  late  years,  particularly  in  thecase  of  Mr.  Hastings,  wherein  the 
High  Court  of  Parliament  had  decided  upon  each  individual 
charge;  instead  of  drawing  a  general  conclusion.  To*,  apply  ".this, 
the  case  of  Samuel  Carter  may  be  thought  wrong  in  itself,  and  yet 
not  afford  ground  sufficiently  strong,  whereon  to  found  a  verdict 
of  guilty.  If,  jthen,  there  were  fifty  such,  each  of  them  would  tail 
individually,  although  on  the  whole,  as  taken  together,  his  Royal 
Highness  might  be  thought  to  have  misdemeaned  himself.  There 
was  a  charge,  which,  in  his  judgment,  was  by  far  the  heaviest  of 
any  other,  and  yet  it  was  one  which  could  not  be  made  the  ground 
of  complaint,  in  as  much  as  it  was  incomplete.  He  alluded  to  the 
negociatfon  of  the  loan  with  Rennet  If  that  transaction  had  been 
brought  to  a  conolu&ion  by  the  meditated  appointment  of  Rennet, 
that  would  clearly  and  incontestibJy  prove  the  charge  of  cornip- 
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fi(fh.   In'  ttie'MV itistatfce,  Be  was  refeired  to  Colonel  Taylor,  ihe 
Bnkfelb  Secretary ;  on  the  second  interview  he  made '  application 
for  a  plaice,  upon  the  recommendation  of  Sir  Horace  Manirt,  over 
Whom,  as  a  notorious  money-lender,  he  might  be  fan }y» presumed 
'to  nave  ari  interest.    The  Duke  upon  this  applies  in  his  favour  for 
the"  place  of  Collector  of  the  Customs  a<5Sunnam.'   Now*  this ^a$- 
*plicatfch  wa&  eithertoade  'but  of  extiai^rdinaj  y  legard  for  Sir  'H4- 
^ace  Mann,  '6relse  he  applied  for  what  he  hnnserfwas  interested 
in  the  procurement  of.    Can  the  former  be  rationally  supposed > 
What  in  thaVcase  wtfuld  have  been  the  natmal  conduct'of  the' 
iKike^    Wbuld  'he  riot  have  absolutely  refused  to  suffer  the  appl- 
ication f6r  the 'place  and' the  negotiation  of  the- loan  for  himself  to 
'ijjo'dn  together^ '  But'  yet  the  thing  did  go  forwaid,  until  it  was 
o3scover1ed  "that  "Kcnnet  was  an  infamous  character*  and  *  in  fact 
wholly  tfnable  tbprodu  re  the  loan  he  had  prbrrfise'd.   This /then 
was  a  transaction,  which,  taken  mlone,  was  sum*  cibnt  to  rendertKe 
Duke  wholly  ntifit  to  fill  the  station  of  Commander  in  Chief.   !  . 

fHe  cbiild  not  agree  with  those  Gentlemen  who  weie  for  putting 
the  festhnohy  of  Mrs.  Clarke  entirely  out  of  the  question ,  but  do- 
ing so,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  he  contended,  that  enough  *of 
evidence  remainedtto  satisfy  any  person  to  the  extent  he  went. 
Miss  Taylor's  evidence  was  admitted  by  a  Right  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman to  be  unsuspected  and  worthy  of  credit,  and  he  considered 
it  as  at  least  another  ground  for  grave  suspicion.  He  vindicated 
the  answers  of  Miss  Taylor  to  the  questions  put  to  her  respecting 
her  father  and  mother,  and  m  answer  to  what  was  said  by  the  So- 
licitorGeherai  fast  night,  maintained,  that  the  House  was  aveise 
to  nothing  but  examining  her  upon  delicate  and  irrelevant  pointy 
and  thatthe'questions  put  to  Mr.  Nicholls  were  not  parallel  to  her 
case,  as  they  went  diiectiy  to  impeach  his  credibility. 

Independent  of  both  Mrs.  Clarke's  and  Miss  TavIoi's  evidence/ 
the  documents  and  Tetters  on  the  table  pioved,  that  m  six*  in** 
stances  the  Puke  of  York  had  allowed '"Mi s.  Clarke  to  use  her  in- 
fluence in  appointments  ofvauous  descriptions.  He 'excepted 
Shaw'S,  as  there  \i el e  applications  'from  othei  quaiters,  and  also 
the  exchange  between  Brooke  and  Knight.  The  first  case  was  that 
of  Clavering,  wheVe  it  appealed,  honi  the  Dukes  own  letter,  that 
Mrs.  Clarke  was  permitted  to  infeifeieeveu  in  the  disposal  of  a  re- 
giment. The  second  was  Tonyn's,  and  he  was  moie  ^ui  prised  {© 
hear  the  Right' Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
doubt  the  authenticity  of ,  what  was  called  the  Mysterious  Note, 
than  he  would  have  been  at  the  scepticism  of  any  other  Honoura- 
ble'Member  of  that  House.  For  he-recollected  that  Right  Hn- 
nourable  Gentleman  in  his  professional  capacity  as  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, to  hold  a  diametrically  opposite  optmon  in  the  case  of  an 
Irish'  Judge  (Johnson),  where  the  only  proof  of  the  libel  rested 
on  the  comparison  of  hand  writing.   VVkhout  the  note,  however 
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the  case  was  sufficiently  proved.  The  third  point  was  Sarmtel 
Catters  commission,  and  he  would  ha\e  been  ay  wflJin&'to  pass 
over  this  patt  of  the  subject  as  any  of  the 'Gentlemen  on  efther 
side,  had  it  not  aftotded  convincing  a  pioof  of  &e  influence  of 
Mrs  Ciaike,  wlio  could  piewnlon  the  Commandei  mi  Chief  to 
take  a  peison  horn  behind  hei  clian,  and  getting  the  better  of  all 
the  scruples  he  must  have  felt  on  the  occasion,  reflecting  how 
it  would  be  leteived  b>  the  army  to  bestow  a  commission  upon 
him.  The  excellent  conduct  of  that  voting  man  would,  he 
hoped,  now  pi  event  him  horn  icceiving  an>  mju^  fiom  the  low- 
ness  of  his  origin,  but  let  any  Gentleman  put  it  to  himself  bow  l?e 
would  have  liked  a  person,  taken  fiom  waiting  behind  the  chair,  of 
going  behind  the  carnage  of  such  a  woman  as  Mrs.  Clarke,  to  be 
made  a  companion  foi  his  son  Dr  O'Meaia's  was  the;  fourth  in- 
stance, and  if  one  was  woise  than  another,  this  was  that  one.  The 
Pay mastei ship  to  Elderton  was  the  fifth  cleaily  proven;  ami  the 
last  was  the  appointment  of  Dowlei  to  the  Commissanat.  The 
Honourable  Gentleman  went  into  on  examination  of  die  evidence 
in  this  htk']  ca-e,  and  argued,  that  n  was  completely  established 
that  the  appointment  was  piocuied  tlnoughMrs.  Ciaike 

These  being  his  opinions  ti om  the  wnHen  documents,  his  vote 
^vould  be  the  same  wcie  Mrs  Claike's  evidence  totalh  eia-sed'fiom 
the  minutes.  What  would  be  the  effect,  tlie  Honourable  Gentle- 
man asked,  if  the  Duke  remained  m  his  situation^  If  ever  ano- 
ther \unnan  should  be  in  Mrs  Clatkes  situation,  she  would  think 
hei  self  ^utitled  to  the  same  influence;  and  if  ever  this  should  be 
the  case,  the  Honouiabie  Member  contended  that  she  bad  Better 
sell  that  influence  than  give  it;  foi  a  deseivmg  officer  might  be 
tempted  to  give  hei  a  sum  of  money,  and  have  done  with  her;  nut 
he  could  not  be  veiy  worthy  of  the  situation,  who  was  intimate 
enough  with  such  a  woman  to  obtain  his  piomotion  gratuitously. 

Upon  the  whole,  the  Honouiabfe  Membei  was  of  opinion,  that 
theie  were  sufficient  giounds  to  address  his  Majesty  foi  the  lemoval 
of  the  Duke  of  Yoik  .  the  cases  of  influence  which  had  been  pioved 
weie  sufficient,  and  the  geneial  notouet\  that  by  means  so  infa- 
mous piomotion  might  he  obtained,  was  a  sufficient  ground. 
Theie  was  but  one  way  of  pioceeding,  and  that  was  the  letirement 
t>f  the  Duke  of  York  The  Addiess  01  iginally  pioposed,  the  Ho- 
nourable Member  thought,  stated  moic  decidedly  than  was  pun  ed, 
the  Duke's  knowledge  of  the  pccuniai}  advantage  which  had  been 
deuved  thiough  Mis  Clarke's  influence,  but  there  weie  so  many 
grounds,  upon  which  the  notoriety  of  that  influence  was  appaient, 
that  he  should  wot  hesitate" to  vote  for  the  Honouiabie  Members 
(Mr.  Bankes's)  Amendment. 

*Mi.  Choker  said,  as  the  piesent  discussion  was  protracted,  the 
difficulties  seemed  to  mciease  He  wished  he  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity last  night,  at  the  closo  of  the  speech  of  the  Honourable 
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fft&rcmeU  of  addressing  liirnself  to  the  House,  because  theie  were 
some.particular  expressions  t§)  which  he  wished  to  have  alluded. 
The  Honourable  Baronet  had  been  pleaded  to  favour  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House  with  a  little  ad  vice.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  presume  to  intrude  his  advice,  but  if  he  might  \enture  to  give 
an  opinion,  the  Honourable  Baronet  was  not  quite  so  successful  in 
his  pleasantly  as  he  had  heard  him  when  he  adopted  a  more  grave 
and  serious  tone.  The  Honoui able  Baionet  had  thiown  out  many 
things  against  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Law.  he  was  right  in  doing 
so  j  he  did  wisely  in  attempting  to  depieciate  them.  He  said  the 
profession  of  the  law  had  so  abused  the  inferences  to  be  diawn  m 
this  case,  that  he  could  not  come  to  a  right  decision.  He  would 
ask  that  Honourable  Baronet  whether  the  independence  of  the  pro- 
fcssion  of  the  law,  was  not  equal  to  the  piofession  of  a  candi- 
date > — (A  loud  laugh) — it  might  be  laughed  at,  but  if  they  were 
to  take  any  opinion  upon  this  question,  they  weie  more  likely  to 
have  sound  argument,  just  inferences,  and  legal  decision,  from 
those  who  had  exeicised  their  lives  m  Westminster  Hall,  than 
from  those  w  ho  exercised  their  talents  upon  the  hustings. — {Hear  ! 
hear  /) 

During  the  examination,  a  circumstance  had  been  mentioned 
which  involved  the  name  of  the  Honouiable  Baionet,  which  he 
did  not  himself  believe ;  but  as  he,  Sir  Francis,  had  not  explained, 
Yior  pontiadicted  it  to.*the  House  m  the  course  of  his  speech,  he 
should  state  the  circumstance,  meiely  that  the  Honourable  Baronet 
should  explain,  although  it  was  his  firm  belief  that  Honourable 
Member  had  never  made  the  offer  to  Mrs  Clark,  which  he  be- 
lieved ^he  had  pretended.  When  Mr  Donovan  was  under  ex- 
amination,, he  mentioned,  under  an  apparent  agitation  of  spirits, 
that  Mis.  Qaik  told  him  that  she  had  been  promised  four  thousand 
pbundb  by  the  Honourable  Baronet  foi  the  papers  in  her  possession, 
w^ich  ^he  iefused  to  give  up  undet  ton  thousand  pounds ,  but  Mis. 
Clatke  m  her  examination  denied  having  evei  been  made  such  an 
oflei,  01  haung  mentioned  it  to  Mi  Donovan  5  but  m  her  lettei  to 
Mr  Adam,  a\u  said,  that  if  hei  teims  weie  not  complied  with, 
she  would  delivei  ail  the  lettei s  in  he.  possession  to  t\v<;  Gentle- 
men, without  naming  them,  hewe\ei,  but  whom  ^he  stated  to  be 
as  positive  and  independent  as  the  Duke.  That  was  a  fact  of  some 
lmpoitance,  and  hetiu^ted  the  Honouiable  Baionet  would  inform 
the  House  whether  he  wras  one  of  the  Gentlemen  then  alluded  to. 

After  the  many  able  speeches  whi^h  had  ahead,  been  made,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  go  ovei  all  the  evidence,  he  should  onlv 
menticn  such  pait«  as  weie  staking.  The  conduct  of  Mi^.  Claike 
appeased  to  him  to  be  infamous  and  detectable  in  the  highest  cie- 
giee,  and  «t  was  a  ,.iattei  of  astonishment  that  some  Gentlemen 
should  take  so  much  pains  to  make  hei  testimony  appeal  to  acKar- 
tage.    She  wras  perfectly  aware  th  U  the  e\  iclence  of  an  accomplice, 
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vohmtaril}  gnen,  would  be  received  with  great  caution,  arm  qh'r 
that  account  she  pietended  to  give4ier  evidence  on  all  occasions* 
with  great  lehictance,  in  ordei  to  give  it  gi eater  weightj'arid 
thcicby  blo%v  vp  the  dame  of  the  piosecution,  fiom  the  most  ma- 
licious and  1  evengeful  motives*    That  het  testimony  might'  hate 
the  gieatei  weight,  she  had  not  even  heeitated  to  contrachct  the'4 
Honourable  Gentleman  who  btought  forward  the  charges,  tob.s 
face  ~She  pietended  that  the  letters  taken  away  from  her  b\  him 
weie  taken  much  against  her  consent,  which  could  not  be  the  cs*t9' 
because  they  did  not  at  ail  i elate  to  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  of 
^  oik,  but  mentioned  only  the  Queen  and  two  Deanwes.  1  Tho^e 
letteis,  howcvei,  the  Honourable  Member  produced,  and  he  was, 
extremely  happy  at  the  encumstance,  because,  in  Ins  opinion, 
they  gave  a  death  blow  to  the  whole  piosecution.    They  were  dated* 
m  the  morth  of  December'  1808,  upwards  of  two  years  after  she 
had  separated  from  his  Royal  Highness,  and  evidently  proved  that' 
at  tint  vei\  moment  she  wa*>  canjingon  a  corrupt  traffic,  when 
she  could  nave  no  possible  influence  with  the  Duke  of  YofK 
Being  asked  whether  she  made  use  of  the  Duke  of  Yoik's  nani'e  m 
these  tiansacti  >ns,  she  said  no;  but  that  people  might  heheve 
that  she  had  some  influence  with  h>m.    The  audit 'ty  of  the 
witness,*  which  had  been  teimed  flippancy,  was  scandalous  and 
disgiacefu] 

Colonel  Gordon,  the  Noble  Lord  and  the  worthy  Baronet  said,' 
had  kept  back  a  letter  connected  with  the  charge  regarding  Colo- 
nels Knight  and  Biooke  The  fact,  however,  v,as,  that  rhis  letter 
had  lefeience  puncipally  to  another  commit  n,  v«nd  was  of  coure,* 
put  up  among  a  difleient  collection  of  >aoers  The  pepu]  maiks 
weieaho  objected  to,  as  impl}  mg  something  wrong  n*  the  conduct 
of  Colonel  Gordon.  Weie  not  pencil  marks,  however,  more 
easilv  effaced  than  wntmg,  and  as  the,  were  supposed  \<>  militate 
against  the  Duke  of  Yoik  lather  than  for  him,  if  Colonel  Gordon 
had  not  been  a  man  of  the  strictest  honour,  might  they  not  have 
been  erased.  It  vi  as  next  objected  against  Colonel  Goidon,  that 
he  had  kept  Captain  Maling,  whom  he  saw  every  day,  out  of  view,' 
and  intioduccd  another  Captain  Maling  m  his  stead.  Was  it  net 
a  fact,  however,  that  the  Captain  Maling  about  whom  the  m^nirv 
was  made,  was  stated  to  be  a  Captain  m  the  African  Coips,  said, 
with  a  sneer,  tob^  commanded  by  his  Royal  Highness's  Private 
Secretary  '  Mi  Maling,  \u  Colonel  Gordon's  Office,  had  not  had 
three  rapid  promotions ,  he  ^  as  uot  in  the  Afi  ican  Coi  ps  He  had 
nevei  been  a  clerk  of  Mr  Gieenwood's.  To  him,  therefore,  it 
wras  impossible  fin  Colonel  Goidon  to  suppose  that  the  inquiry  re~ 
*  f  erred. 

Having  vindicated  Colonel  Gordon,  the  Honourable  Member 
proceeded  to  declaie  that  there  was  not  an  expression  used  by 
Mrs,  Claike  which,  vms  not  incontrovertibly  false.   Her  evidence 
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was  one  of  these  media,  by  which  even  facts  weie  fo  chained 
to  become  themoie  hideous.  The  Honourable  Baionct  had  com- 
pared her  testimony  to  a  drama.    It  'vas  so.  Theie  was  plot  in  it — 
there  was  fancy  m  lt-Mheie  was  tuck  m  it.    Lie  1  ad  ^aid  that  .she  ' 
might  as  well  be,  supposed  capable  of  writing  the  tia^edy  of  Mac- 
beth as  of  inventing  the  evidence  she  had  gjveti  at  tins  Bar.  Theie1 
was  indeed  gn  at  invention  in  the  whole  ceuiseof  her  pioceedinuv , 
and  whde  the  ttagedy  alluded  to  intiodueed  spirits  which  weie  in- 
tended to  impiove  the  heaitand  talead  on  to  virtue,  Mis.  Claikes 
diarna  n>tioduced  a  nest  of  haipies,  whose  business  was  to  contami- 
nate, defile,  and  de&tioy  the  object  of  hei  levenge.    She  stated, 
that  a  message  had  been  sent  to  her  by  the  Duke  of  York,  the 
bea-iej  of  which  was  his  confidential  friend,  and  on  being  asked  who 
this  .confidential  fiiend  was  ?  well  piepared  foi  the  question,  she 
answeied — One  Taylor*  a  shoe- maker  m  Bond  Stieet. — What  -was 
the  object  of  this  but  to  lepresent  that  his  Royal  Highness  had 
taken  into  his-  confidence  such  a  wretch  a*  that.    The  insinuation 
was  shocking  and  detestable,  but  what  niu->t  the  House  think,  if  it 
should  be  false,  and  as  it  actually  turned  put,  that  this  me^a^e 
had  keen  1  etui  tied  by  a  mes^engci  of  her  own.    He  asked  if  the 
honor  which  must  be  felt  at  puch  a  statement,  must  not  light  on 
the  .head  that  contrived  it  >    Again,  she  was  asked,  why  the  Duke 
of  Yoik  parted  with  her  >  Her  answer  was,  because  she  lefused,  as 
a  defence  against  her  debts,  to  plead  her  coverture.    Hei  lawyer, 
however,  was  tailed,  and  on  the  question  being  put  to  him,  his 
ar.swer  was,  that  she  bad-pleaded  her  cover  tuie,  and  after  that  the 
Duke  was  so  hurt  that  he  could  not  live  with  her.  These  wde  con- 
tradictions which  went  to  the  veiy  charges  brought  against  the 
Duke  of  York,    it  was  more  abhonent  to  his  (Mi.  Crokei's)  feel- 
ings to  hear  vice  complimented,  that  even  to  hear  virtue  traduced. 
It  was  more  against  morality.    When  we  set  vice  in  a  car,  weak 
mmds  -are  led  along  and  wish  to  follow  it  at  last    The  instructions 
which  she  alleged  she  had  received  from  his  Ro\al  Highness,  '*  If 
you  are  clever  yon  need  never  want  money — you  have  more  interest 
tb;ui  the  Queen,"    More  infamous,  rcoie  detectable,  moie  avari- 
cious sentiments  were  never  uttered  (Hear!  hear  !  J He  was 
glad  to  be  cheered  ;  he  hoped  they  would  cheei  him  again  when  he 
came  to  the  catastrophe,  and  pouied  it  on  the  head  of  Mis.  Claike, 
Tho-e  instructions  weie  stated  to  have  been  uiven  her  when  she 
began  to  get  into  tiouble,  and  \et  it  appealed  horn  the  dates,  that 
the  cases  of  Ton^n,  JSpcdding,  &c    all  took  place  withm  two 
months  of  her  going  to  icside  in  Gloucestei  Place  She  pietended 
to  say,  that  Colonel  Waidle  had  piomised  not  to  mention  the  case 
of  San^uelCar  ter.    it  she  had  felt  regret  at  this  cncumstance,  why 
degrade  him  with  thename  of  foot-boy.  The  commission  in  favour 
of  this  young  man  was  dated  the  twenty-fust  of  Maich,  180.3,  and 
though  Mrs  Clajke  could  not  so  tar  xecollect  dates  as  to  state  when 
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foefr  acquaintance  commenced  'with  so~  insignificant  a  being  as  tile 
Dulcc  of  York,  it  was  a  fact  that  she  did  not  begin  to  reside  in 
Gloucester  Place,  till  the  eighteenth  of  that  very  month.  Captain 
Sutton  too,  it  was  to  be'iemarked,  was  alive  at  the  time,  and,  a? 
the  father  or  protector  of  the  lad,  returned  thanks  to  the  Puke  of 
York,  for  his  commission.  As  to  the  case  of  Major  Tonyn,  he 
asked  if  it  was  effected  by  the  inteiestof  Mrs  Claike,  how  it  hap- 
pened, that  she  cowld  not  make  Speddmg,  from  whom  she  was  to 
have  got  two  hundred  pounds  niore  than  from  Tonyn.  The  fact 
was,  that  theie  were  ui  the  gazette  announcing  Tonyn's  appoint- 
ment two  bundled  names,  and  this  was  the  only  one  in  which  she 
had  any  inteiest  She.  kept,  as  u  were,  her  lottery  insurance,  and 
this  was  the  only  pi  ue  diawn  Yet  in  spite  of  all  this,  the  Duke 
of  Voik  is  lepi  evented  as  one  of  the  most  woman  linden  ruffians  Hi 
the  kingdom.  (A  laugh  J  This  is  their  argument,  but,  if  guilty, 
he  desei  ves  mm  e  ,  if  innocent,  let  us  not  be  ashamed  of  saying  so. 

The  Honourable  Gentleman  proceeded  to  notice  the  cases  of 
Elderton,  Colonef  Faxloi  a. id  Captain  Tucker,  in  the  twp  former 
of  which,   he  argued,  that  Mrs.  Claike  had  nothing  to  say,  and 
that  the  last  was  a  meie  fabrication,    lie  next  alluded  to  the  ca^e 
of  Captain  Shaw,  and  stated,  that  so  far  fi  om  this  officer  being- 
placed  on^alf  pay  thiough  hertneans,  the  veiy  day  he  was  so  re- 
duced, was  the,  last  dav  on  which  Mis.  Claike  had  seen  the  face  of 
his  iio}aI  Highness.    Who,  theiefoie,  would  believe,  that  at  the 
veiy  moment  he  was  parting  with  her  for  ever,  he  would  at  her 
instigation  commit  the  most  detestable  act  of  his  life*  supposing  it 
to  have  been  done  to  gratify  her  levenge.    Having  gane  through* 
the  different  cases,  he  alluded  to  the  case  of  Mrs.  Claikes  brother 
who  held  a  com  mission  in  the  a'rmv,  and  fi  om  whom  when  she 
wished  for  any  favour,  she  did  not  apply  to  the  Duke,foi  it,  but  em- 
|>!o\ed  Captain  Sandou  to  negociate  for  it.    From  a  view  of  the 
whole  of  her  evidence,  he  would  aquit  the  Duke  of(all  pai  ticipation' 
Oi  corrupt  connivance  ;  but  he  was  so'iry  indeed  to  say,  he  could* 
not  give  him  an  unqualified  acquittal ,  he  could  not  give  him  such* 
a  triumphant  vote  as  he  would  have  wished,  when  he  consideiecr 
that  he  had  deigned  even  to  answer  sb  vile  and  profligate  a  woman/ 
with  respect  to  the  advancement  of  Geneial  Clavenng  ;  he  could' 
not  help  ccosideimg  4uch  conduct  as  in  some  degree  culpable, 
though  at  the  same  time,  he  could  never  think  this  circurmtance 
ought  to  weigh  with  him  to  pionounce  an  unqualified  condenma-' 
tion.  Wheu  he  said  this,  lie  spoke  with  as  fan  an  mtention  as*  any* 
man  in  the  House  ;  he  would  preseive  a  pioper  consciousness  of 
the  importance  of  character,  and  scorned  to  dishonour  his  life  as 
he  would  do  if  influenced  m  the  vote  which  he  would  give  by  any 
undue  consideration.    He  hoped  then,  though  he  was  a  lawyei, 
the  purity  of  his  m?entions  would  pa^s  unquestioned,  >as  he  was 
certainly  very  far  from  doubting  the  sincerity  of  those  on  the  op* 
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posite  side  of  the  House  who  diffeicd  from  htm  in  opinion.  When 
he  sard  this,  he  with  pain  observed  that  the  resolution  of  his  Right 
Honourable  Fiiend  did  not  go  to  attach  sufficient  blame  to  the  ac- 
cused; but  with  respect  to  the  lesolutionoftheHoriourableGentle- 
man  opposite  (Mr.  Bankes)  he  should  have  little  hesitation  in  his 
choice,  he  should  certainly  prefer  the  Address  of  his  Right  Honour- 
ablefriend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  because  he  wished  to 
go  boldly  up  to  the  throne,  and  pi  ononnce  his  opinion,  and  shew  that 
he  dared  to  do  so,  and  not  basely  compromise  his  feelings    If  the 
Duke  of  York  ought  to  be  removed,  suieLy  the  House  would  not 
be  aft  aid  to  say  so  {Hear*  hear).    The  middle  way,  however, 
which  the  Honou table  Gentleman  piopo^ed,  in  his  mind,  was 
not  fit  for  the  House  to  adopt.    He  d'd  not  e>q)ect  it  ftom  the 
pompous  opening  of  the  Honourable  Gentleman;  it  was  indeed, 
"  Partunvnl  monies  et  vastitur  nduulw*  mus"  u  the  mountains 
labour,  and  the  mouse  is  boin  1"  What,  after  their  long  examina- 
tion, and  then  daily  and  nightly  discussions  (for  indeed  they  had 
blended  da)  and  night),  were  the)  at  last  to  end  by  hesitation,  or 
supposition,  01  doubt-*  Yet  such  was  the  mode  which  the  Honour- 
able Gentleman  s  Amendment  went  to  j.dopt  (If ear,  hear)*  What 
did  this  Addu-s*  do*    Why,  it  me?  eh  went  to  shew  what  nobody 
wanted  to  know — that  the  King  had  the  power  of  dismissing  his 
Commandei  in  Chief    if,  indeed,  the  question  was,  which  would 
be  piefei  red,  t^e  Address  of  the  Honourable  Mover,  or  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Honourable  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Bankes),  he 
•would \ote  foi  the  Addiess,  because  he  thought  it  went  stiaight 
forward,  without  any  ambiguous  alternative    The  two  Gentle- 
men, however,  piofessed  a  kind  of  agreement,  and  ) et  even  in 
that  they  differed     What  end  was  the  House  to  expect  to  it > 
*\  Who  can  decide  when  doctois  disagiee^"    He  would  vote  for 
the  Resolutions,  because  they  stood  as  a  foundation  wheieon  to 
build  an  Address,  and  this  should  be  the  ease  wheie  an  Address 
of  congratulation  and  condolement'  was  to  he  piesented  (a  loud 
tciugh.)    Gentlemen  might  laugh,  and  he  knew  well  with  what 
suspicion  eveiy  thing  which  cam.e  ftom  one  of  his  country  was  le- 
ceived,  but  here  he  would  contend  he  was  right ;  the'Addiess  was 
one  of  congratulation  that  the  Duke  was  not  guilty  of  coiruption, 
and  of  condolement,  that  an v  cause  whatever  should  have  given 
speciousness  to  such  a  charge—  {Bear  I  hear!)    lie  wou'd  vote 
for  the  Resolutions  also,  because  the  House  a  .  j,ht  give  its  opinion 
on  them  &eriatiM—~ they  might  know  what  load  they  weie  taking, 
ahd select  a  proper  cairiage  :  surely,  it  would  be  very  preposterous 
for  a  paity  who  had  agreed  to  go  to  Greenwich  by  water,  to  take 
a  coach  for  theii  conveyance — (a  la\igh  /)  and  yet  such  was.the  ab- 
surdity to  which  the  Amendment  reduced  Members,    It  went  to 
attach  gtaiH,  and  yet  could  not  tell  why.    The  number  of  questions 

mow  before  the  House  were  simplified*  by  the  Resolutions,  and  so 
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perplexed  and- multifarious  were  the  questions,  that  he  .would  not 
Ije  .surpused  if  they  confounded  even  the  characteristic  acuteness 
of  the  Learned  Member  who  filled  the  Chair.  The  only  question 
n&w  was,  whether  they  would  vote  for  the  Resolutions  or  the  Ad- 
dressj-and  he  would  adopt  the  Resolutions,  if  it  was  onfy  to  avo:d 
confuetofl',  if  they  were  to  die,  he,  like  Ajax,  would  exclaim, 
**  let  us  die  in  the  light."  The  adoption  of  the  Address,  instead  of 
the  Resolutions,  would  go  to  demolish  ail  the  land-marks  fry  which 
their  opinion  was  to  be  guided.  Let  the  country  look  to  .their  de- 
cision; he  would  not  be  ashamed  or  ahaid  that  they  should  view 
his 5  the>  should  see  m  him  no  ambiguity,  no  compromise  ;  and 
when  he  ictuined  to  hib  constituents*,  he  should  not  shrink  fiom 
their  cntisicm  on  his  Paihamentaiy  conduct.  He  would  then  vote 
on  each  of  the  Resolutions  one  by  one;  fust,  was  the  Duke  of 
Yotk  coi  nipt,  or  not  ?  Next,  did  he  connive,  or  not  >  Next,  should 
he  be  dismissed;  or  not.  (Hear  !  /war  !  hear  /)  Thus  the  coun- 
try would  have  a  clear  list  made  out  foi  them — the  red  and  the 
black— 4he  patriot  and  the  com  tier — liable  to  no  obscurity*  no 
misrepresentation*  This  was  the  ptain  and  pioper  method,  to 
•stand  in  open  sunshine  befoie  the  copntiy,  and  not  cast  a  mist  be- 
fore the  eyes  of  their  constituents  to  delude  them 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  rose  to  explain.  He  felt  disposed  to  gra- 
tify even  the  curiosity  of  the  Honourable  Member,  however  disor* 
dei  Jy  he  might  be.  He  could  noc  help  remaiking  that  the  Ho- 
nouiable  Gentleman  had  fait  the  question  in  so  pointed  a  way, 
and  with  as  much  significance  as  if  it  weie  reasonable  to  suspect 
him  of  having  lecourse  to  the  Tieasury  to  pa)  this  sum  of  four 
thousand  pounds,  instead  of  making  so  considerable  a  sacrifice  of 
hispiivate  piopeity  in  attempting  to  discovei  and  detect  public- 
abuses.  He  was  not  certainly  verv  anxious  to  defend  him- 
self from  the  charge  of  having  offered  such  a  sum  of  money  for 
Mis.  Claikes  papers,  as  that  money  must  have  been  his  own  pro- 
pel ty,  and  as  the  motive  could  only  be  to  bring  to  light  a  public 
offender.  If,  howevei,  the  Honoui able  Genileman  was  importu- 
nate on  this  subject,  and  if  he  vvas  not  satisfied  with  the  evidence 
aheadv  before  the  House,  he  could  assuje  him,  m  addition  to  that 
evidence,  in  the  most  solemn  manner,  that  no  such  offer* on' his 
part  to  Mrs.  Ciaike  had  ever  taken  plage,  nor  had  any  circum- 
stance of  that  nature  evei  occurred  ^  ' 

Mr  Croker  was  convinced  fiom  the  beginning  that  the  Ho- 
nourable Baronet  had  made  no  such  offer,  nor  had  he  ever  enter- 
tained foramoment  any  doubt  on  that  subject.  He  had  men- 
tioned the  circumstance  onlv  to  shew  how  lfttle  reliance  was  to 
be  placed  on  Mrs.  Clarke's  evidence,  when  she  had  .made  this  as- 
sertion to  Donovan,  and  had  certainly  expected  that  the  Honoura- 
ble Baionet  would  have  noticed  the  circumstance  j»,fyis  speech  of 
last  nights  -  . 
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Mr.  H.  Maiitin  was  of  opinion^  that  if  the  truth  were  to\be  sa- 
crificed to  the  pleasantries  and  witty  sallies  of  the  Honourable 
Member  (Mr.  Croker),  there  would  be  little  left  whejeon  to  burld 
a  free,  impartial,  and  serious  discussion  The  Honourable  Gen- 
tleman had  stated,  in  fact,  a  number  of  abstiact  positions  which 
never  had  been  and  never  could  be  recognized  by  that  House:  He 
did  not  conceive  that  a  proceeding  instituted  before  them  m  their 
Parliamentary  capacity,  could  with  any  degree  of  correctness  be 
assimilated  to  one  in  a  ciimmal  Couit.  On  this,  as  well  as  on 
eveiy  such  occasion,  he  wished  that  they  should  adhere  to  the 
rules  of  their  ancestors.  How  could  the  Addiessor  the  Amend* 
ment  of  the  Honourable  Gentleman  below  him  be  described  as  a 
.sentence  of  condemnation.  It  was  the  high  pimlege  of  that 
House  to  take  eo^mzance  at  all  times  of  the  conduct  of  great  pub- 
lic offueis  ,  and  if  any  one  doubted  the  fact,  he  would  refer  htm  to 
periods  when  the  principles  of  the  Constitution  were  at  least  as 
as  well  understood  as  they  weie  at  this  day.  This  was  the  ca^e 
upon  the  celebrated  examination  relating  to  the  Paitition  Tieatv, 
when  documents  and  evidence  weie  heard  at  the  Bar,  and  the 
House  voted  an  \ddress  to  his  Majesty  toiemove  Loid  Someis, 
and  two  other  Lords,  from  hi*>  presence  and  councils.  The  Hoi^e 
did  what  was  their  duty  in  censuring  public  functionaries,  who 
had  disgraced  themselves.  They  went  fuither,  and  v.oted  an  im- 
peachment. ( Hear  !  hear  !  from  the  ministerial  Benches  J  A. 
Learned  Gentleman  had  stated,  the;,  mi^ht  as  well  stab  the  Duke 
of  York  to  the  heart,  as  pass  a  vote  to  iemo\e  his  Rojal  Highness 
fi  om  the  command  of  the  army  But  what  was  theie  to  distinguish 
the  case  of  the  Duke  fiom  that  of  any  other  peijson  convicted  of 
sunilai  misconduct*  Had  LoidSomers  no  feelings  upon  that  oc- 
casion >  Was  not  *hat  great  man  entitled  to  as  much  defeience 
and  indulgence  as  his  Ro)al  Highness*  He  jecogni/ed  no  dis- 
tinction-between  the  Duke  of  York  and  any  othe?  subject  whose 
couduct  might  fall  unde«-  theii  investigation,  ft  wa^  not  only  the 
riyhtbut  the  bcunden  duty  of  the  Ho\ise  to  act  as  they  had  done. 
They  weie  not  to  sacrifice  their  pnvileges  out  of  /icspect  for  this 
or  that  person.  But  it  v^as  said,  if  the  Dukc-ofYotk  he  guilh, 
why  not  impeach  him  at  once?  Wheie  the  punishment  vas  com- 
mensurable to  the  offence  (though  he  could  not  consider  it  in  this 
instance  as  a  punishment,  but  a  precaution,  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  the  severe  punishment ) 

With  respect  to  the  inconsistences  imputed  to  Mrs.  Clarke,  'in 
her  evidence,  he  could  discover  no  greater  improbabilities  in  her 
.statement,  respecting  the  Duke  of  York,  tjian  what  her  letters 
proved,  it  was  upon  her  testimony,  corroborated  by  that  of  two 
other  persons,  that  induced  Jhim  to  give  the  vote  he  should.  These 
two  persons  were  Miss  Taylor  and  Mr.  Dowler.  The  evidence  of 
the  former  was  so  unimpeachable,  that  he  should  not  take  up  the 
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J:imv<>l  tke  House  m  making  any  comments,  on4  itt*  ?  Thewideiace* 
ol;Do»\y]<»j  ah>o  appealed  to  him  to  be  incontrovertible.  It  wasofe-" 
lectedlo  bun  thai  he  had  not!  spoke  out  fairly  on  the  subject  of  hi*' 
i  »tewiew&^ith«  Mrs.  Clarke;  that  he  had  concealed  the  fact  of  - 
his  having  parsed  the  night  with  her.-  But  was  the  question  ever- 
a&kied.huai >  and  if  it  weie  not,  was  it  to  be  expected  that4re  would 
be  £G  lovt  to  all  senbe  of  decency,  as  to  come  to  that  . Bar  and* -make 
a  voluntary  avowal  that  hecame  there  leekmg  fiom  the* arms  <of  a* 
harlot  ? »  Bxtt  the  ca^e  of  this  Gentleman  was  one  of  thKstrongest 
which  had  been  bi ought  forward  against  the  Duke  of'Ybrll*  It  atf* 
loidedi  niehagable  proofs  of  the  influence  "which  Mrs?  Clarke 
exetcised  over  him.  it- proved  that  that  influence  not  only  ex- 
pended .to  his  particular  patronage,  but  that  it  was  strong  enough 
to  send  him  foraging  to  other  offices.  *  An  endeavour  was  made  to 
raise  an  alarm,  lest  that  House  should  submit  to  the  influence  of  a< 
popular  clamour.  By  whom  was  this  alaim  expressed?  by  those 
veiy  servants  of  the  Ci own,  who  Scaicely  tv*o  *eais  ago*  not  Only, 
threatened  the  parliament,  within  those  wails,  with  wba£  tbey> 
called  an  appeal  to  the*se»se  of  the  people;  hut  afterwards  ven- 
tured to  carry  that  menace  into  effect  /Loud  arm  af  heat! 
hear  J  >hear*h)-  And  at  what  moment  did  they  now  deprecate  po- 
pular influence?  jnot<until  they  savg.the  effect  of  the  course  which' 
was  adopted*upoiH:heir  own  recommendation  ;  not  till  they  found 
the  current  of .  the  public  mmd  setting  against  their  .object*;, a  c&r*. 
rent  'sratun.  motion  by  that  publicity- of  .the  'proceedings  on  this 
subject,:  wiii eh  they  professed  it  their  strenuous,  desire;  to  have 
disseminated  in  every  part  of  the  kingdom.  Although  anxious.for 
the!  deliberate  and  unbiassed  judgment  of  that  House;  he  still 
would  onfall  occasions  be  swayed  by  mind,  and  not  by  situation. 
In  this' country,  he  trusted  the  time  would  never  arrive  when^hese 
piubbc  feelings  !wouJd  be  disregarded. .  On  this  occasion  he  felt 
him^e^f  bound  to  coincide  with  the  opinion  of  the  people,  and 
theiefoie  was  determined,  in  the  face  of  his  Countiy  and  his  God, 
to  give  Ins  vote  in  favour  of  the  original  Addtess  ( Rear  f  /war/  J>* 
The  Solicitor  General  m  explanation  stated,  that  he  never 
did  say  that  they  might  as  well  stab  the  Duke  of  York  to  the  heart 
as  lemove  him  fiom  the  command  of  the  army;  his  assertion 
was,  that  to-fi\)npon  him  a  chaige  of  gio>ss  coiruphon,  anrl  upon 
such  evidence,  would  he  tantamount  to  stabbing  him  to  the  heart 
Mn,  Rose  said,  he  had  heard  the  evidence  given  at  the  Bar  dis- 
cussed with  ao  much  ability,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  occupy  the  , 
time  of  the  House-b,  any  additional  comments  upon  it.  He  rose 
for  the^purpose  of  netting  the  last  Speakei  right,  upon  the  pre- 
cedents winch  be  quoted  from  the"peiiod  subsequentto  the  Revo- 
lution. With  the  events  of  that  glorious  sera  he  had  the  happiness 
of  bemg*  well  versed,  'and  theiefoie  he  had  to  acquaint  the  Ho* 

-nam  able  and  Learned  Gentleman,  that  the  conduct  which  beheld 

out 
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o*rt  a  s:  a  r\? ex a«i pie ,  hadenginalry  been  determined  precedents  i\V 
the  iciqn'of  Chafes  the  Secoud.  The  decision  of  the  Commas 
of*  that  day  against  Lord  Somers,  Halifax,  and  Oxford,  lor  their 
conduct  on-  the  Partition  Tieaty,  was  taken  up  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  voted  by  them  as  contrary  to  the  usage  of  Parliament 
and  law  of  the  iami  That  House-wqnt  farther,  and  addiessed  the 
Thione  upon  the  itnpropuety  of  .icmoving  those  Peeu,  accoidmg 
to  the  prayer  of  the  Commons  With  respect  to  Dowler's  ap- 
pointment he  had  consulted  with  the  E\ecutoi  of  the  late  Air, 
Witt,  vitft  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether  the  lecommendation 
of  that^person  was  entered  m  any  of  his  papers.  Had  the  Duke  of 
York  lecommended  him,  the  lecommenddtion,  he  wassuie,  would 
have  been  enteied,  but  no  such  documents  was  to  be  found. 

Mr*  M.  Sutton  ^said,  it  had  been  assejted  by  an  Honourable 
and  Learned-  Gentleman,  that  there  wa;  no  icason  to  suppose  that 
.any  unusual  popular 'clamour  had, bet  n  excited  on  the  present  oV- 
«a*ion.  tNow  he  must,  say,  -that  it  did  not  inquire  any  man  to  be 
rinuch  ia  thenvortdm  order  to  hear  a  clamour,  which  discoveied 
itself  in  vario'i*  way?,  even  in  eveiy  stieet,  and  had  been  extended 
with  industry  mto  the  most  distant  corners  of  the  country*  This 
proceeded,  in  some  degree,  &T>m  the  \ery  publicity  and-opeuness 
of  the  enquiry  whkh  had  taken  place.  He  called  upon  the  House 
therefore  to  come  to  a  decided  >  ote  on  the  evidence  before  them> 
whether  g»H|y  or/ not  guilty,  instead  of  addressing  his  Majesty  for 
ihei removal  dlkisfH^yal'Hiighttes^  and  thus  in  fact  disgracing  him*, 
withfott*  pronouncing  a  4ecided  opinion  on  the  evidence  they  had 
fesard.     -    '  >  '  .  ^ 

;  .Of  ail  the<vapJous  parts  of  the  evidence,  the  mode  in  which  the 
Eteke  of  York  noticed,  in  his  letter,  the  application  made  to  Mrs* 
Clartoby  Dr.  O'Meara*  he  acknowledged,  box*,  the  strongest  on 
his  mind.  >  He  must  confess  there  was  a  levityvan  impropriety,,  in 
the  answer  of  his  iRoj^al  Highness  which  shocked  him,  when  he 
considered  that  the  application  was  made  through  a  woman  of  such 
'a  description  as  Mrs.  Giarke.  However  improper  and  indecent 
Such  a  circumstance^was,  it  did  not  go  to  attach  the  charge  of  cri- 
minal corruption.  «  The  Honourable  Member  then  proceeded  to 
comment  on  the  Address  originally  proposed,  as  well  as  the  amend- 
ment p*oposedon  the  1  evolutions,  and  contended  that  neither  of 
them  was  becoming  the  House  to  assent  to,  *on  account  of  the  un- 
decided language  which  they  held  as  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
his  Royal  Highness.  An  Honourable  Baronet,  Sir  Francis  Burdett, 
had  last  night  resai  ded  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Claike  as  sufficient  for 
the  conviction  of  his  Royal  Highness,  and  had  insinuated  .that  those 
who  defended  the  chaiacter  of  his  Royal  Highness  were  charge- 
able "srith  prejudice  in  bis  favour ;  but,  he  would  ask,  weie  there 
no  men  who  entered  that  House  with  political  prejudices,  who 
casne  with  mmds  prepared  for  iindmg  out  abuses  in  every  depart- 
ment 
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roent  of  the  State,  who  believed  that  political  corruption  had  in- 
fected every  thing,  and  therefore  weie  ready  to  be-heve  ali  such 
chaigesasthe  present,  however  slightly  supported  ?  Was  it  mi- 
possible  that  men  in  office  could  give  a  just  and  conscientious  vote 
on  a  subject  like  the  piesenP  Was  this  alone  to  disqualify  horn 
giving  a  fair  and  conscientious  vote  on  the  subject ?  For  his  part 
he  was  not  disposed  to  believe  that  those  who  had  entered  upon  the 
honouiable  caieer  of  political  service  weie  so  devoid  ofhouour,  as 
to  be  unfit  to  be  trusted  on  a  decision  ot  this  kind. 

Sir  F  Burdett  explained,  and  maintained  that  it  > had  been 
unfairly  imputed  to  him  by  the  last  Honouiable  Member,  that  he 
had  thought  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Claike  alone  sufficient  to  con- 
vict his  Hoyal  Highness.  He  had  merely  said  that  it  vvas  sufficient 
when  corroborated  by  the  other  evidence. 

Mr,  Long  enteied  into  an  explanation  of  Kenneths  introduction 
to  the  Duke  of  York.  It  appeared  that  he  was  lecommended  by 
Sir  H.  Mann  to  Mr.  Pitt,  be  \\,\<\  occasion  to  see  the  worthy  ba- 
ronet on  the  subject,  and  ]w  ucvci  knew  a  more  impoitunate 
claimant  than  he  was  in  thi3  immb  favour  1  The  Right  Honour- 
able Gentleman  then  noticed  b«  icrly  the  evidence.  He  thought 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dowler  ou^ht  to  be  leceived  with  some  de- 
gree of  suspicion.  It  was  not  probable  that  he  should  have  given  Mrs. 
Claike  one  thousand  pounds  foi  the  place  of  Commissaiy,  which 
did  not  pfoduce  him  moie  than  two  hundied  and  seventy  pounds 
a  year,  and  liable  to  be  i  educed  to  five  shillings  per  diem.  With 
respect  to  the  case  of  Samuel  Carter,  that  had  been  made  the  sub- 
ject of  senous  investigation,  if  the  public  punts  were  to  be  made 
the  vehicles  tor  souin >  the  ^eeJs  of  discontent  m  the  dim v»  never 
was  theiea  moment  m  which  the  mischievous  Ircentiousne^s  of  the 
press  was  more  alarming..  Re  then  defended  the  evidence  of  Co- 
lonel Got  don  from  the  obsei  vations  made  bv  the  Noble  Lord  and 
the  Honouiable  Ba»ouet.  Upon  a  levievv  of  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence, he  thought  ^  '\as  impossible  but  that  the  House  must  con- 
clude that  if  theie  we.  e  an\  thing  imputable  to  theRo\ai  Duke  not 
stnctlv  coiiect,  at  Jea^t  the  good  preponderated  ovei  the  bad.  The 
House  must  havf1  heard  n\  t>»e  ch«*cuscion,  that  the  feeling  of  the 
country  is  agai-.st  the  Hoval  Duke  Gentlemen  must  not  suffer 
such  declamations  to  influence  then  decision,  thev  mu>t  not  be 
influenced  by  such  ctamouts. — *( }hur  !  Uttir  ! )  He  knew  that 
Piinces  often  gave  themselv es  ineatei  latnude  m  their  conduct 
than  other  men,  but  at  the  same  time  he  knew  theie  weie  many 
ciicumstances  attached  to  the  condition  of  Punces,  which  afforded 
a  palpation  inapplicable  to  theenois  of  othei  men.  When  he 
consideied  that  thev  weie  debaned  fiom  an  extent \ e  commeice 
with  mankind— wbenjie  conbideicd  that  they  piohibited  horn  au 
intercouise  with  lite  in  Us  most  genei**!  and  useful  sense,  and  were 
bj  that  means  excluded  fiom  the  piacticai  lesions  that  ies»i!t  from 
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vour,  which  did  not  apply  to  the  faults  oi  other  men,  whose  fate 
was  more'obsciire,  but  w hose  fortune  was  pei haps  moie  favourable. 
The  House,  he  conceived,  -would  not  be  doiiicj  strict  justice,  if 
they  did  pot  'Come  to  a  decision — a\e  01  no — guilty  01  no.t  guilty. 
"'.Mr.  Coke  (Member  for  Noi  folk)  begged  to  declare  it  as  his 
opinion,  thatthe  testimony  of  Mis-  Clarke,  when  confiimed  by  the 
otbep  cor*obofat*ng  circumstances  which  bad  come  out,  was  ,so 
strong,  as  rtot  to  leave  any  doubt  on  his  mind  as  to  the  guilt  of  the 
Duke  of  *¥oik.  It  was  his  firm  and  conscientious  beher,  that  his 
Royal  Hf^hness  had  been  coi  i  upt  in  the  extreme  as  to  the  appoint- 
ments which' were  made  the  subject  of  charge.  Witnesses  might 
forswear; themselves,  but  m  circumstantial  evidence  could  not  lie; 
an-d  it  was  on  this  *ast  kind  of  evidence  that  the  laws  hadsent 
mimbers  to  the  gallowt,  atdiffeient  times.  It  was  his  firm  opinion 
that  the  Duke 'of  Yoik  h'cCd  connived  at  the  corrupt  piactices  of 
Mis  Clarke.  If  any  doubts  had  lemameel  on  his  mmd,  they  weie 
m'sfact  removed  by  the  veiv  able  speech,  on  a  forme t  m^ht^of  hn 
Honourable  FiiendMr.  Whitbiead.  (  Order!  order  /  J  He  belied 


W*t  by  name,  which  was  the  moie  paidonable  in  him,  as  ins  ,4 
tendance  had  not  been  veiv  constant  of  late,  but  he  unict  repeat 
again,  that  that  speech  hadentneh  com  meed  him,  and  .removed 
every, doubt  on  the  subject  He  lose  now  to  delnei  his  sentiment's 
as  an  independant  man,  and  as  an  enem\  to  that, con  upt»on  ffom 
•whieh  the  Country  hid  most  to  feai.  The  Honourable  Gentleman 
■who  brought  foiwaid  the  chaigcs  deserved  the  thanks  of  the 
Country  ;  he  returned  htm  his  sineeie  thanks  on  the  mardirte^  and 
independence  of  his  conduct ;  for  if  the  Country  wa^  to  be  sa\  ed 
at  all,  "it  was  only  by  destioj  ins;  those  conupt  piacUee*-,  which, 
if  permitted,  would  produce  its  destiuction. 

Mr.  Windham  expressed  his  lelucUnce  to  have  nsen  at  so  U<e 
an  hour,  birt  he  had  <ula\ed  £i\in»  his'  opnron,  wishim,  to  *n\£it 
by  the  opinions  tvf  othei  Gentlemen  Ti  e  [lou^e  f  o\\e\e'.  had 
now,1  come  to  that  period  m  which  the  questioned,  on  the  mode  of 
proceeding.  The  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  then  examined 
into  the  situation  in  which  the  House  stood  upon  the  Chaise,  or 
rather  statements  of  the  abuses'a*  'fiist  made  The  Inqunv  into 
those  abuses  had  been  gone  into,  a  most  careful  and  laborious  ex- 
amination of  the  endencc  had  been  taken  at  the  bar,  and'-upwif  that 
evidence  arose  the  geneial  question,  as  to  the  mode  of  proceed  fm* 
which  it  wais  necessary  to  adopt.  [\m\  modes  had  been  presented' 
to  the  House,  in  am  of  which  he  was  i eady  to  concur  in  point'of 
form  *,  but  he  felt  thegreat^st  possible  objection  to  the  use  wb^h 
it  was  intended  to  be  made  of  them.  Wifh  lespect  to  the  doctntie 
which  had  been  introduced  in  the  examination  of  these  modes,  he 
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could  not  see  to  what  extent  it  was  meant  to  be  carried.  In  his 
opinion  whatever  general  doctrine  might  have  been  assiduously  held 
forth  at  tins  time,  if  that  general  doctrine  diiected  a  biibject  of  a 
judicial  nature  to  be  divided  into  parts,  that  doctnnewas  wrong, 
because  such  a  subject  ought  to  be  a  general  question.  The  pre-* 
pondeianceof  guilt  or  of  innocence,  ought  not  m  the  present  in- 
stance to  be  a  subject  of  consideration ;  but  whether,  upon  all  the 
matter  now  before'the  House,  his  Koyal  Highness  can  be  freed  from 
criminality  ?  For  no  doubt  could  be  entertained,  if  any  man  were 
to  be  tried  before  a  judge,  it  would  first  be  a  question  for  the  de- 
cision of  a  Grand  Jury,  whethei  there  was  sufficient  testimony  to* 
produce  a  further  procedme ;  and  if  not,  the  person  would  be  im- 
mediately set  at  liberty  from  the  peril  of  his  situation.  It  might 
happen,  however,  that  the  evidence  adduced  might  be  of  a  stronger 
nature,  and  thereby  the  prisoner  would  be  under  the  necessity  of 
submitting  to  the  sentence  of  the  laws  of  his  country.  Still,  h& 
might,  attei  a  trial  of  considerable  testimony,  and  great  im* 
partiality,  be  acquitted  ;  yet  there  wTas  a  material  distinction 
between  the  degrees  of  criminality  in  the  former  and  the  latte£ 
case. « 

Some  gentlemen  entertained  an  opinion  relative  to  the'  present 
investigation  of  his  Royal  Highness's  conduct ;  that,  independent 
of  any  positive  testimony,  the  internal  credibility  of  the  evidence 
was  so  strong,  there  needed  no  assistance  fiora  any  additional 
proof,  The  admissibility  of  an  accomplice's  evidence  had  fatten 
under  the  observation  of  an  honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  (si* 
Samuel  Romilly),  who  to  his  surprise,  had  repiesented  a  case  where  « 
robbery  had  been  committed  by  three  persons,  and  although  there 
was  no  evidence  directly  a$ectmg  the  persons  who  were  charged 
with  this  particular  offence,  excepting  that  of  one  the  accomplices] 
yet  by  his  testimony  the  Qthers  were  convicted,  and  eventually  sufi 
fered  the  punishment  of  death.  If  such  were  the  law  of  the  land* 
it  did  not  meet  with  his  approbation  ;  and  foimer  instances  had 
incurred  his  displeasure,  where  men's  lives  had  been  taken 
away  by  the  evidence  of  the,  most  worthless  and  vilest  of  society, 
and  whose  testimony  was  liable  to  every  suspicion,  as  being  devoid 
of  truth.  An  accomplice,  in  his  opinion,  was  a  peculiar  kind  of 
witness,  whose  evidence  might  be  received  or  not,  .according  to  cir<* 
oirastances,  A  discretion  in  these  cases  was  always  to  be  exercised, 
md  oiightto  be  proportionably  varied,  according'to  the  principle  of 
si  thermometer, 

.  He  concurred  with  an  honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  who 
had  spoken  in  a  previous  part  of  the  discussion,  that  a  great  dis- 
tinction ought  tob?4a|eeti  ^Jih  regard  to  evidence  delivered  on  oath, 
ami  that  which  }s  -fcoj  delivered  with  that  form  of  solemnity,  -  If  it 
ww&  to  be  laid  aoiftfiift  an  hypothesis,  that  witnesses  examined  at 
the  bar  of  the  House  of  -Common?  weie  to  be  considered  in  the 
No.  XXXL  V,  s  3  F  <  same 
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s^me  point  of  view  as  if  they  gave  their  testimony  -on,  oath,  then 
he; should  think  the  House  did  very  wrong  in  permitting  those  ques- 
tions to  he  put,  which  had  been  asked  of  witnesses  during  the  pre- 
sent investigation.  Although  he  felt  averse  to  state  any  of  the 
evidence  in  detail,  after  so  many  had  applied  themselves  to  "that 
part  Qf  the  present  case,  yet  he  trusted  the  House  would  excuse,  him 
in  making  a  few  observations  on  the  character  of  Mrs  Clarke.;  The 
testimony  did  not  meet  with  his  applause,  as  it  had  met  With' that 
of  many  others  there  was  a  peitness  and  flippancy  in  it,  andher 
chsiacter  was  altogether  such  as  to' denote  her  complete -want' of 
$hamc\  Dexterity  was  an  admit  able  quality,  but  mauoman.it 
■was  a  dangerous  weapon ;  and  he  had  been  much  displeased  Xvith 
thpse  qualities  of  saucmess  and  flippancy,  -which-  others  had  digni- 
fied by  the  name  of  wit.  Though  he  agreed  with  his  'leaifred 
friend  that  the  lady  was  capable  of  telling  a  stoiy,  »she  had  nof>in 
facta  M-pry  to^telh  She  went  on  in  a  sm'ooth  rUniimg'hand.sorUof 
style;  as  a  modern  poet  expressed  himseli,  she  "'poured* out' in 
negligent  profusion."  The  House,  therefore;  in  taking  her  &vi- 
«tence,  ,must  be  onils  guaid  aganut  its  facility.1  The  nght  hoiiour- 
abie  'gentleman  then  compaied  the  e\idenciTof  Miss 'Taylor. with 
that  ,pf  the  other  witnesses, 'and  drew  from-  'the'nee:  a.  conclusion 
favouiabie  to  ber  ;  for  he  considered  her  evidence- as  bad;  .and  her 
character  good ;  while  on  the  contrary,  the  character  of  Mrs.  Ciaike 
was  bad,  and  her  evidence  good.  \*   •  « 

•  As  to  connivance,  it  was  splitting  a  hair  to  dia^v  a  distinction  jbe- 
tyeea  conmvancp  and  criminal  connivance,  and  hcbehevcd  it  fre- 
quently eccurred  that  men  were  ignorant  of  tho^eAhmgs  that  were 
cognisant  to  all  the  world  besides.  Upon  the  whole,  'he  was  pie- 
fared  tp  say,  that  neither  participation,  couuption,  or  connivance, 
|iad  been  proved  against  his  Royal  Highness.  Still'  J*e  would  admit 
Ihere  were  great  improprieties  and  irregularities  m  the-conduct  of  the 
Duke;  a.ia.das  Cxsar's  wife  should  not  besuspectei,  so 'he  would. say 
Ifoe  Commander  m  Chief  should  not  be  suspected. 2  At)  the  same 
tune,  if  the  House  came  to  a  resolution  on  that  head,  that  mode, 
Which  was  the  least  .harsh  and  least  painful  to  the  feelings  of  his 
"Royal  Highness  appeal  e4  to  him  to  be  the  be*>t.  He  could  bear 
testimony  of  the  noble  i)u!as  great  ability  m  cUce,  hi »  extreme 
diligence,  and  the  highly  beneficial  regukuons  he  had  introduced 
Uito  the  army ;  yet  he  could  wish,  m  r«*-p°ct  to  the  public-  voice, 
that  his  Roy  a!  Highness  would  prevent  the  heeesbity  ot  that  House 
Cariying.  an  Address  to  the  foot  of  the  Thione.  He  did  not  mean  by 
that  to  refer- to  the  popular  outcry,  as  it  was  better  the  House  of  Com- 
xaons  should  be  abolished  than  its  independence  be  invaded  by  public 
clamour,  or  that  the  multitude  should  have  rule.  The  honourable 
gentleman  then  alluded  to  the  letters  Colonel  Wardle  was  supposed 
to  have  taken  from  Mis.  Claike  against  her  will,  and  observed, dhat 
u  it  was  only  a  sort  of  amorous  rape,  qj  love  struggle,  then  itiwas 
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tm\to,rthy  of  attention ;  but  if  the  honouiable  gentleman  di  d  actual- 
ly takethenvagauist<her  will,  then  for  his  own  paj  t>  he  would  rather 
have*  .been  krisolved  in  the  chaises  themselves,  than  have  been  the 
perpetrator  x>f  such  an  act.  .  (A  loud  ety  oJ[  Ffcar  1  frnmi  the  ^fi- 
m$tei  -Mil  side  of  the  Home.)  The  Aght  honoui  able  gentleman  ihen 
touched  upon  the  cabe  of  bamuel  Carter,  who.,  he  said,  had  'foteefi 
'treated  haishly,  rand  appeared  un\\orth)  of  consideration,  evert  by 
those  who  lamented  the  severity  Miss  Taylor  had  experienced.  He; 
had  been  stiled  a  foot-boy — better  that  than  a  footman ;  for  the 
stigma  winch  attached  to  his  youth  Would  grow  orl  as  he  grew  older, 
and  the  mark  of  servitude  would  wear  insensibly  out  of  his  motitfi. 
( A  laugh.)  The  little  mercy  and  consideration  Miss  Taylor  had 
met  with,  was  alone  to  be  justified  by  the  exigency  of ^cncrrinslairces.. 
Was  he  not  as  much  wounded?  \^  as  it  neccs^aiy  He  should  'be"  i:e 
wounded  >  He  thought  not,  but  considered  him  trodden  dovfh like 
a^weed^  He  felt  upon  the  whole,  though  Ilc>t  Wholj)  coinciding '\vfth 
Jh"S  sentiments,  that  he  should  act  moi  uHisistenth'by^oting^dr  me 
amendment  of  Mr,  Bankes.  '  * 

. '  Lord  C^stlerkaqh  rose,  amidst  the  cr;es  of  Question  '  Question  ! 
Ills  lordship  said  that  he  v\ou}d  not  trespass  much  in  length*  onlrhe 
Home,  but  felt  it  to  be  his  paiambunt  duty  t6  state  the  grouiras/Oii 
which  he  should  give  his  vote ;  a' statement  which  he  conceived'  mpie 
necessary,  as  tite  right  honourable  gent|emaii  who  had  jusf  satdm\  n, 
had  declared  his  mteution  of  giving  ins  vote' Sri  a  \vay  winch  Wally 
contradicted  the  cour^ei  of  reasoning  that  he  halFptuvtied  in*lns 
speech.  His  Jordship  was  advent*  to  t>ny  proceeding  by  address 
on  all.  He  would  therefore,  oppose  both  the  'Adth esses  "pro- 
posed, but  \f  he  were  called  upon  to  say  to'  \vhich  hchadHhe 
least  objection, v  he  should  certainly  name  that '  submitted  *f©  the 
House  &y  £he  , honourable  gentleman,  ltt  whom  fhe'cfta/^es'^gj^ 
-ixated.,  B-ut* he4 repeated ,  thut  ^p-  both  he  was  decided  1 5  advelbe. 
It  wusxxTtainly  perfectly  'competp^^P  theii6tfse  to  addres^^he 
Crown  to  di&Div>$>  a  pubfic  seLvant^  witfipiijt^aii edging  'anywise*  lor 
such  air  4ddiess,  but;  merely  the  'abfen'ce'  of  doftfidene®  Bui  in 
such  a  case  a*  4.1w>  present,  inhere  offerices  cognteablfe*  by  the1  1a\v 
weie  alledged,  +he:could  not  conceive*  any  thing  nroicpainfuf  than 
the  feelings  which  his  Majesty  \voltld~  exphienee^'A)  'find-  his 
5«&/chaiged  with  the  fold  crime  of 'connivance  in' corrupt  practices, 
<on  the  testimony  of  w^nes^es  received  without  tbe/^olemnity  of  an 
cgath,  rand  without  that  fair  trial  to  winch  eveiy  Butish  sttbjectf.was 
entitled.  ,   •  -  V 

.  The  noble  lord  then  entered  into 'a  review  of  the  -evidence*  and 
'jconsuleied  that  Mit>.  Clarke  was  evidently  actuated  by  the -most?  de- 
cided resentment  and  the  rao^t, vindictive  feelings.  Thri  appe  ued 
ic*;h mv evident  not  only  horn  the'  letters  she  wrote  to  Mi  *Ack-i  iy 
but  lion*  tl]e  testimony  of  Colonel  M'Mahon,  with  resp;eet  to  m~ 
lettei  .she  had  written,  to  the  Frince  of  Wales;  and  the  conversation: 
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the  had  held  with  hum   lie  was  readv  to  admit,  that  he  believed 
Mrs**  Clarke  had  spoken  a  great  deal  of  truth  Hear  !  hear1  ami 
-fet  >he  M'ould  not  believe  her  in  .that  which  rested  almost  entnely 
Upon  her  assertion,  the  knowledge  and  privity  of  the  Duke  to  h*r 
transactions,  *<  She  had  narrated  her  own  trausactiona  with  consider- 
abieaccuraey,  and  m  that  narration,  which  was*  also  confirmed  by 
documents;  and  "Other  evidence,  he  thought  she  was  worthy  of 
belief^  because  she  had  no  interest  m  speaking  falsely.   But  when 
.she-came-  to-' assert  that  the  Duke  knew  of  her  coirupt  transactions^ 
ha  Would  not- believe  her,  because  that  was  a  thing  easy  of  invention* 
.^hich' -Was  incapable  of  direct  contradiction,  and  to  winch  she 
anight  wfcll  be  supposed  to  be  stimulated  by  her  lesentmenjt.    If  she 
xiauid  have  established  the  corruption  of  his  Royal  Highness  in  any 
.oaemstaace,  he  should  then  have  believed  she  spoke  the  truth  when 
^Iisj  mentioned  other  instances*.    She  had,  however,  proved  no 
jnictLthingy  and  no  man  s  life  01  character  would  be  safe  if  it  depend* 
„mi  on  .sach,-  tesfcunony .    It  was  veiy  easy  to  conceive  that  a  combi- 
tution  might  have  exited  between  Mrs.  Clarke,  Mrs.  Fav  ory  (her  half* 
sftsfeerand  housekeeper)  Miss  Taylor,  her  sister-in-law,  and  Mr.  Dow* 
Jesher  favourite  lover  It  would  be  recollected  that  so  far  from  being  the 
^awriling  witnessshe  hati represented  herself,  she  had  written  letters 
;to  Donavan  and  to  Captain  Sandon,  to  induce  them  to  join  in  her 
plan  jiaftdthat,  on  the.very  day  that  Mr,  Dowler  arrrved  from  Spam, 
<$hewent  to  his  hotels  and  passed  the  night  with  him,  lor  no  other 
purpose  that  could  be  conceived  ( a  loud  and  general*  lough)  but  to 
extract,  from  Mm  what  evidence  he  would  be  able      give,  and  to 
.arrange' their  $>lans  in  concert,    it  appeared  to  him  the  inosfc  Imr^ 
'jeffete  thrag"  an  jtxiHh,  that  if  the  Duke  fud  really  b<£&h  &>mgfcm*  of 
My  corrupt  practices,  n\cb  m  had  been  imputed  tobimy  tlmt  he 
^ihoMpuxUvain  ihh,  woman  in  the  manner  he  dk\,  without  maMag 
•  m  M£<wgmmt  to  induce  her  not  to  motion  thorn  transactors,-  It 
iMas  incredible  that  he  should  have  preferred  an  invsafcig^tfon 
like.  tk>  present,  intended  mth  so  4mny.  painful  {'yposyree,  to  a 
:.com promise  wi t-lv t  fri  &  w©  i  aa  n , A I  he-had.  uot  been  perfectly  coi^cioujs 

ji  -AKtftiihe  feeling  £>£  the  atmy  vith  respect  to  the  Duke  of  York 
jlia.Was convinced  tlMt  naj»aaever  enjoyed  so  completely  their.af- 
fections,  andub  man  had  ever,  done  so  much  good  to,tbe„Bsiftsk 
,  army.  ,  Under  his.  admin  isti  at  ion  eveiy  attention  had  been  paid  to 
.the  comforts  of  the  soldier,  and  the  character  of  the  army  had  .made 
■rapid  strides  ,to  perfection,  and  he  should  lmploie  the  $ou>e;  to  con- 
sider. tathgr>  the  military  charges  against  hm\,  fhanjhe  accusation 
of  iniuMorahtyi  If  even  uncte  the  corrupt  influence  qS  P?s-  Clarice, 
.lie  fxa:d'iie\er-  gwen,  any  appointments  t4*at4w^rei'tfpyqs&fieiliT)n 
dtwet  military  giounds,  it  mml  be  supposed  his  future  administra- 
tion would  be  still  more  free  fiom  blame,  now  he  had  extricated 
himself  from  that  influence  and  connection,  and  received  a  veiy 
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severe  lesson,  from  the  evils  it,  had  occasioned,  and  the  painful 
posutes  which  had  been  made.  * 

There  was  another  point  of  view  in  which  the  subject  was 
of  the  utmost  importance,  His  Royal  Highness  stood*  veiy  neat 
in  the  succession  to  the  Throne.  If  he  should  now -be  branded 
as  a  man  unfit  to  be  trusted  m  the  service  of  his  country,  tfrt* 
same  reason  should  £jo  to  induce  Parliament  to  ,exercife  their 
power  in  cutting  olf  his  succession;  for  how.  could  a  man,  stained 
>  with  infamy  and  corruption,  command,  or  deserve  the  respect 
and  affections  of  the  people  of  this  countiy^lOn  that  account 
he  deprecated  any  condemnation  by  the  Hxxtse  of  Commons, 
but  demanded,  as  he  had  undoubtedly  the  right  to  do,  a  -trrai 
by  his  Peers,  m  case  the  House  should  think  there  .was  a  sufficient 
case  to  put  him  on  his  trial.  He  objected  then  to  beth  -  these 
Acldi esses,  as  going  to  biand  the  Duke  of  York  With  lttfamy, 
without  allowing  him  the  benefit  of  a  tiial  by  his  Peers,  under 
.the  usual  sanction  of  the  witnesses  being  sworn.  It -appeared 
to  him  that  no  case  had  been  made  out,  which  would  justify 
such  a  proceeding  m  the  House,  and  therefore  he  should  vote  for 
fhe  lesolutions  as  moved  by  his  light  honourable  friend  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer).  1  1 

Mr.  Calcr\ft  rose  and  said,  theie  was  no  man  in  existence  fe& 
more  pain  than  he  did,  in  being  obliged  to  give  a  vote  that  tended 
to  hui(  the  feelings  of  any  part  of  the  royal  family.  He  certainly 
4t\t  veiy  much'fot  the  illustnous  peisonage,  for  whom  he  held  ^the 
highest  respect  and  duty ;  but  he  could  not  forget  that  he  had  a 
paramount  duly  to  fulfil  to  the  House  and  the  country;  and  he? 
would,  however,  disagreeable  it  might  be  to  him,  endeavour 
discharge  tha't  duty,  so  as-  to  acquit  himself  to  his  own  conseienets 
and  to  the  country.  The  House  vveie  now  on  the  point  of  GOfmn*r 
to  a  decision  on  a  subject  of  the  greatest  magmtude  and  importance 
that  had  ever  been  submitted  to  their  consideration,  and  they  mast 
•decide  on  a  fair,  cool,  and  dispassionate  view  ot  the  evidence,  and 
give  then  verdict  accordingly.  The  royal  person  who  was  th^siib* 
4  jefct  of  the  inquiry  then  before  them  had  unquestionably  had  th£ 
advantage  of  all  the  most  eminent  legal  abilities  which  tha4  liouW 
contained  within  it,  aided  also  by  his  majesty's  mhviste&Sy  who), 
whatever  he  might  in  other  respects  think  of  them,  4*ad  >  €&r$ah*4^ 
defended  the  Duke  of  York  in  so  zealous  and  able  a  mmmr^ad  re^ 
fleeted  the  greatest  credit  on  their  talents,  and  on  their  atteitfciojgi*t€^ 
the  honour  and  character  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.        '  -  * 

*  He  could  not  help  observing  the  mistatements  of  the  n^bte  lord 
who  spoke  last,  as  to  evidence.  He  was  confident  he  could  nol 
have  listened  to  it,  or  read  it,  with  attention,  or  he  would  ?not  have 
•5$  much  misconceived  it,  as  to  say  that  Dowler  and  Sandoijfs-ewi 
derice  was  concerted  by  Mrs.  Clarke.  Would  he  contend,  that 
Sbe'Sent  to  Portugal  for  Dowler,  and  to  Spain  for  Sandon?  The 
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noble  lord  talked  of  a  conspiracy,  he  wished  him  to  shew  where  it 
existed.  Were  the  letters  ot'the  Duke  of  York  to  Mrs.  Clarke  a 
conspiracy?  Was  the  appointment  of  Dowler  as  a  commissaiy,  a 
conspiracy?  Was  the  letter  relating  to  Tonyn  a  conspiracy  <  If  not, 
the  ground  for  supposing  it,  ani  the  result  onginatmg  from  it, 
only  commenced  in  the  tbrain  of  the  noble  lord>  ascended  m  the 
an?,  and,  as  usual  with  all  inflammatory  matter,  evapoi  ated."  lie 
w$s  surprized  the  noble  loid  should  say  Miss  Taylor's  evidence 
ought  not  to  .be"  credited.  He  had  the  auihonty  of  a  learned  judge, 
(the  Master  of  the  Rolls)  to  state  it  ought  to  be  credited;  and  if  he 
"was  to  put  the  two  opinions  at  issue,  and  leave  it  to  the  sense  of  the 
House,  lie  had  not  a  doubt  how  they  would  decide.  The  noble 
lord  talked  of  Mis.  Clarke  not  having  any  knowledge  of  the  Com- 
mander an  Chiefs  pecuniary  circumstances,  how  lichculous  the  ai- 
gqsn&it  was,  when  it  was  proved  in  evidence,  that  she  attempted 
to  negotiate  three  loans  for  him,  could  she  have  done  this  without 
a  knowledge, of  his  pecuniary  difficulties  >  and  "if  she  did,  was  it 
not  natural  that  she  made  him  acquainted  witty  her  distresses  of  the 
same  nature. 

He  next  took  notice  of  the  Duke  of  York's  letter  to  the  House, 
through  the  medium  of  the  speaker,  in  which  his  Royal  Highness 
Jhad  shewn  that  he  was  very  willing  to  accept  their  acquitance,  but 
that  he  strongly  deprecated  their  condemnation.  He  thought  that 
letter*  went  in  a  great  degree  td  question' and  deny  the  authority  of 
the  House,  arid  as  such  entiench  on  their  privileges.  >  He  fell  the 
strongest  Objections  in  his  own  mind  to  it  whMi  he  first  heard  it 
Jead^and  was  sorry  he  had  not  then  expressed  the  sentinients  of 
Ins  Mind;  but  seeYngYo  many  others  of  far  greater  Parliamentary 
knowledge  and  experience  than  he"  possessed,  pass  by  it  Without 
Botiee,  he  had' been  awed  into  silence,  an'd  so  had  ^assented  to  its 
Jbemg^  permitted  to  h*e<*  on  the  table".  He  woul'd-  not  wish  to  trepass 
«n  the  time-  of  the*  H'ouse,  and  should,  therefore, .  conclude  by 
$a$ng/  that<  he  had  endeavoured  to*nal&<up  hfe  mind  to  vote  in 
favour  of  the  <  address  df  the-  honoifrabl^^g^ntlemam'dn  the  floor 
<Mtv  Mantes),  but  he  thought  the  cuxmriistttnces  tfgafnst  the^Duke 
cfiYork  ^  strong,  that  he  *  would  rather  chod^e  to  ^dc^t1  some 
*es0ksr|LO$  thn!t>  might  W  better and  more  closely  adapted  >t6  meet 
<hesah}eeton  Avfrich  the'  Honse^was  to  come  to  a  decision,-  *  If  no 
sodhir^oltotiAk Should  be f hereafter  proposed,  he  'shdukfc'prefetf  the 
original  address. 

Eari  Temple  feeling  it  impossible  to  give  a  silent  vote,  claimed 
♦he-privilege  of 'delivering  his  Sentiments;  but  unwilling 'to  detain 
the>House,  moved,  that  tiie  debate  be-further  adjourned. 

Mir.  PdNsotfBY  put  m  a  similar  claim*  after  which  the  House* at 
Haff  ftatt  Three  o'Cloek" adjourned, 
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WEDNESDAY!  MARCH  15. 

Tl'tJE;  House. having  Resumed  the- adjourned  debate,  Pi>rd,Mii^#& 
felt  it  Jiis.diiiy  to  speak  upon  the  opinion  laid  down  hy  a  learned 
judge,  ;at:tbe;Commeneeinent  okthe  present  proceedings ;  he  wished 
to  ppint  out  its  absurdity;  that  learned  judge ;  had  said,  if.  you. 
could  not,  believe  one  part  of  the  testimony' of  a  witness;  you  must 
reject  the  whole;  if  such  an  absurd  proposition  as  this  wei  e  allowed* 
it  would  sweep  jiway  almost  the  whole  ,  of  the  evidence  given  upon 
both  sides  of  the  question.  He  trusted  every  person  in  that  House 
would  form  their  opinion  on  the  evidence  before  them;  the  result 
of  which. must  be,  he  conceived,  that  the  Duke  of  York  couM  not 
retain  his  command.  He  could  not,  go  to  the  length  of  a  noble 
lord  near  him,  in  saying,  that  he  believed  every  word  which  Mrs. 
Clarke  had  said;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could  not  agree  that 
every  .part  of  her  testimony  was  false.  There  was  a  flippancy  and 
levity  which  took  away  great  part  of  the  weight  otherwise  due  to- 
her  testimony ;  he  was*  therefore,  inclined  to  reject  every  part  of 
her  private  communications  with  the  Duke  of  York.,  so  far  as. they 
were  uncorroborated  by  other  evidence;  but  still  there  was- a  great 
deal  of  her  evidence  in  which  she  was.  supported  by  the.  testimony, 
of  others,  He  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  Mr,  Dowler, 
whose  evidence  had  last  night  been  attempted  to.  be  shaken,'  but 
whose  testimony  was  confirmed  by  an  honourable  member.  Every 
circumstance  relative  to  his  appointment  was  confirmed  by  the  epr+ 
robqrating -evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  Mr.  Dowler,  and  the  ^rjgbt 
hooQurab!e;,gent;leman  opposite,  Mr.  Long.  Mrs.  Clarke  and: Mr;- 
Dowler  had  been  called  epnspirators,;.whoheld  nocturnal  meetings 
to  .forward  their  designs;  but  could  it  for  a  moment  be  supposed 
that  the  right; honourable  gentleman  attended  these  meetings  ;an$ 
aided  their  conspiracies?  JsTp  such  idea  could;  be  entertained.!  .nii 

Xh£  ..oniy  case  which  attached  direct  .corruption  -  to.-  his. :  &c>ya& 
IIighn.ess.; was.  that  of  Rennet.  Here  it  was  proved  that  a  pers#», 
of  ii^fainouH;  character,  who  had;  been  some  ;tim$;.a;  tank|;upjlu,>l>r<Qt 
posed  a  loauto  the  Duke  of  ;Yoifc,  and  hatl  promised,  his  Ro^al 
Highness  siiould  be  accommodated  to  any  extend ; provided  t^jjw&r 
cured  ,him:a;!p]aee.,  'Without  wishing,  to  attach -tfo.sn]vall§8^^t 
grace  ta;  Colonel 'Fay lor,  it  might  be  fairly  cQ#&lu$eJk;  *;ha£  jthfc 
fetter  addressed  to  him  had  been  laid  before  the  DuJ^pXJ^pfifc.. 
I  vf  ould  wish  (said  the  noble  lord)  for  a  .moment  ,tp  .^totr^st^jie  con* 
duct  of  ;the  Duke  of  York  with  that  of  the  IJuke^fbPprtl^^a 
recent  similar /occasion.  .  Wh.at  did  the  Duke  .of  j  ^Oitla;id  ciojjlfe 
spufned^the  infamoMS  wretch  from  the.dopr,  a:nd.  :Or^q^:^W.^ 
should  never  be  adWtted  again.  ,  if;  the;  ^pnduct/Of  t$»#  P#£%  §i 
York  in  the  case  of  Kennet'be  not  corrupt,  what  is  corruption?— 
( Hear  I  hear  !)— -There  is  indeed  no  direct  proof  of  corrupt 
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practices,  bat  there  is  a  full  anjd  clear  proof  of  a  corrupt  mind?-*- 
(Loud  cries  of  hear  from  almost' every  part  of  the  House.) — His 
lordship  then  remaiked  upon  the  seveial  cases  which  lie  thought 
made  obtain'  evidence,  and  particularly  animadverted  upon  the 
ietter  of  Service  granted  to  Colonel  French  and  Captain  Sandori, 
in  that  letter  of  service,  he  saw,  that  if  four  thousand  men  were 
-not  raised  within  nine  months,  the  levy  was  to  cease;  that  it  was 
not  stopped'dt  the  expiration  ot  that  time,  though  not  above  two  hun- 
dred men  were'  raised ;  that  these  men,  who  were  nothing  better 
than  crimps/ were  even  permitted  to  go  on  for  thirteen  months, 
Vithin  which  time  -they  only  raised  two  hundred  and  nineteen 
men — he  must  say,  that  if  ever  there  was  a  job,  that  was  one. 
Through,  whose  influence,  too,  was  this  done*  To  his  mind 
through  that  of  Mrs.  Clarke.  Miss  Taylor,  too,  corroborated  this 
■evidence;  and,  having  no  other  direct  proof,  he  was  entitled  to 
make  use  of  Rennet's'  case,  for  the  purpose  of  adding  weight 
to  it.  > 

The  noble  lord  then  pointed  out  his  objections  to  the  original 
address,  and  preferred  that  of  Mr.  Bankes.  He' next  remaiked 
upon  the  course  of  pioceeding  which  had  been  adopted  by  the 
House,  and  said  it  would  have  been  more  satisfactory  had  the 
whole  been  left  to  a  Committee,  where  witnesses  would  have  been 
examined  upon  oath.  At  present,  the  gieat  difficulty  was  in  dis- 
tinguishing between  what  was  credible,  and  what  incredible;  what 
probable,  and  what  improbable.  There  would  then  not  have  been 
those  difficulties  which  he  now  felt  j  he  would  not  then  have  had 
^hese  strong  suspicions  on  his  mind.  Although  he  did  not  intend 
to  make  any  fresh  amendment  on  the  question  before  the  House, 
still  he  thought  a  better  rnoae  would  have  been,  to  have  laid  the 
whole  evidence  before  the  king,  which  they  could t  have  done  ac- 
companied with  strong  remarks ;  it  wrould  then  have  rested  with  his 
pajesty  what  line*  should  have  been  pursued ;  what  the  House  was 
then  aDpijt  to  do,  amounted  nearly  to  the  same  thing,  only  with 
le^s  delicacy;  as  it  precluded  his  majesty  from  adopting  what  might 
beimdst  suited  to  his  own  feelings.  In  "the  consideration  of  the 
^r^slgpt^quesflfton,  the  noble  lord  hoped  the  Hoiise  would  not  be 
deterr^elflier'  by  threats,  from  without  doors,  to  make  them  do 
xiiUcji,  V^i*  by  thi^at4  from  ^yithin,  to  make  them  do5  little;  if  they 
Wcejco"hVlihcSS;  as  he;thbngmV  all  must  be,  that  the  Duke  of  York 
iviiliot  fit  to  retain  hrs"  office,;  neither  fear  or  favour  should  deter 
't ^m:fr^JEi)*ji^^riii^-  their  sentiments.  He  would  not  be  deterred, 
^e.C4tfee;iieV^the"^on  of  akjng*r  he  had  always  "thought  it  ob- 
jectidjfabte^  that  'sons  of  ttie1  king  ihould  hold  places*  of  repdnsi- 
^n$ ; .  ffid'if  Wet  'he  fefe'  forcibly  the  justness  of  the  objection,  he 
fteW&tf^  felt  a  difficulty  arising 

fiom  delicacy  and  respect,  tb-rfhicti'it  was  impossible  to  b£  ingen.- 
i^f  f dt  tKfw^s 'pWlo'  deter  them.'  They* were  not  going  to 
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audte^  Utt,  kmg  te  remove  the  Duke  of  York,  but  to  remove  thfr 
Commander,  in  Chief—  (Hear  f  hmrl)  They  must  entirety  divfsi 
themselves  of  the  idea  of  his  being  a  Prince* 

A  noble  loid  opposite  had  said,  "if  we  remove  the  present 
Commandei  in  Chief3  where  shall  we  find  another?"  He  must  con* 
j0ss  the  docility  of  finding  another  did  not  appear  So  great  to  hnr> 
-as  it  had  done  to  that  noble  loid.  The  Duke  ot  Yoik  had  beeft 
repiesented  as  a  gieat  geneial,  they  weie  not  at  piesent  deciding 
'Whether  he  was  a  great  gcneial,  but  whether  he  was  a  ftt  person  to 
be  at  the  head  of  the  aimy.  The  Duke  of  Moilborough  was  a 
gieat  General*  gicatei,  he  would  venture  to  say,  than  ever  the 
Duke  ol  Toik  had  been  01  ^ould  be,  yet  he  was  iemo\ed  from  the 
head  of  the  army  —  (Hear  '  hear  f)-*~'rhe  RojalDuke  had  cef* 
Umly  formed  connexions  disgiaceful  to  himself- and  disgraceful  to 
the  nation;  he  had  openly  bioken  and  contemned  the  Seventh  com- 
mandment i  'but  it  was  said  he  is  leformed ;  he  has  detei  mined  to 
lead  a  new  life,  and  to  cast  otf  the  follies  of  jouJLhi  The  Royal 
Duke  is  ah eady  arrived  at  his  foity-fifth  veai,  an  age  when  out 
habits  aie  formed,  and  if  we  ha^e  aequned  ill  ones,  it  is  lioewy 
task  to  break  through  theim  h  it  probable  that  the  Duke  of  York, 
who  has  been  living  in  an  open  course  of  adulteiy,  fii&t  with  one 
woman,  and  then  with  a  second,  then  With  a  thu  d,  and  fouith,  was 
it  probable  that  he  would  icfoim  m  an  instant,  because  the  noble 
lord,  or  right  honourable  gentleman*  has  told  him  he  has  clone* 
wrong?  1  have  heaid  (obscived  the  noble  lord)  that  as  We  grow 
oldei,  we  grow  wiser  i  I  am  afoo  of  opinion  that  a  pcison  who  w 
pwim  to  foolish  or  vicious  habits  the  old^i  he  grows  the  more  he 
«atUthed,tetheiti,— (Hmrl  hear  I  and  laughter  ) 

lie  hoped  thu  right  honourable  piittermm  who  had  said  that 
infamy  much  attaeh  to  the  aeemer  er  the  M^tmh  would  come  faf» 
ward/ and  to  whom  it  is  bow  attoh^d;  he  bought  he  wmdd 
&ml  a  difficulty  to  Cm  it  to  the  accuser ;  and  if  lie  i\%gd  it  upon  the 
accused^  he  fancied  he  ^ouid  find  it  difficult  4»  remain  where  he 
wag.  (Hear!  bear1).  He  thought  another  honourable  gentleman 
had  placed  the  Duke  of  Yoik  and  the  House  rather  in  an  aukwa^d 
predicament,  in  bunging  down  a  second  accusation  on  bib  bead, 
.by  laying  that  foolish  letter  befoie  the  Hou^e.  Hete  the  Duke 'is 
made  to  deciaie  Jus  innocence,  upon  the  word  au<i  honoui  of  ,a 
JPrinte ,  so  that,  if  found  guilty  of  corruption,  he  'must  also  be 
found  guilty  of  falsehood.  (Hear  I  hear!)  He  did  not  think  the 
jwnoni  able,  gentlemen  felt  hi'mself  awkwardly  situated/  as  ]je  thought 
Jiis^loyal Highness  innocent;  but  it  was4not  so  with  him  and  Qfber^, 
^yW  mast  now  find  fyun  gmlty,of  Tx>tK.  ^ 
J«  ibid  Sta^Icy  did  not  think  the  HpAise  ought  pnfy, to  receive'sncli 
^}ifience  as  would  be  deemed  legal  in  a* court  of'jri^CiceV  but1tK6y 
ought  to  give  their  opinion  on  the  evidence  which  had  been  lai3 
heiore  them.    If,  at  the  commencement  of  the  proceedings,  bis 

mind 


mm&  Was  wholly  unbiassed1  against  the  honourable  gentleman  \\h6 
hi  Ought  fci  wartl  the  charges;  his  opinions  woie  no>v  changed;  as, 
it  the  Duke  had  not  beeft  guilty',  he  thought  every  one  must 
admit  Club  he  had  allowed  coiiuptioii  to  e\v>t.  The  testimony  of 
Mr?  'Clarke,  though  riot  unexceptionable,  was  n6t  wholly  un- 
worthy of  credit,  aiid  that  of  Mi^s  Taylor  deserved  uipltut  belief. 
It  had  been  ^aid,  that  it  the  Duke  had  been  guilty  he  must  have 
oinpbexi  with  her  terms,  but  tho»e  who  made  that  assertion,  pio- 
laably/knew  let*  ot  nature  than  the  nnmoital  Shakespeare,  and  he, 
when  delineating  tiie  chaiacter  of  a  gieat  man,  menaced  by  a 
woman  with  the  expobUie  of  his  pmale  enormities,  makes  bun 
say 

(i  Who  will  believe  thee  IrabeP 

My,  ujii&ojL'cI  name,  tli*  auste-reness  of  mj  life,- 

$1/  vouc  i  against  you,  and  my  place  i*  th'  State, 

Will  h>  yout  accusation  o\erweigbr 

Ti««it  >o«  shall  *tifie  in  your  own  leport, 

And  smell  of  calumny  " 

And  such  might  ha\e  been  the  ideas  of  the  Duke  of  York!  The 
noble  lord  then  offered  a  few  observations  on  Rennet's  case;  and 
proceeded4  to  state,  that  Caftei  had  lived  with  Mis.  Claike;  hot 
icnly  m  Gloucestei-piace,  but  in  Tavistock-place  also;  and  tlrotigu 
the'Doke  'mfght  know  he  was  the  peison  for  whom  Captain  Sutton 
shad  made  application  some  yeaist>efore,  he  did  not  doubt  but  his 
appointment  was  gamed  through  her  influence.  He  then  "spoke  of 
'CJavenugV  case,  and  that  of  Dowler,  observing  of  the  latter,  th<it 
a  woithiy  alderman  had  stated; » that  Ms  appointment  had  been  pio~ 
cured  by  the  late  Sir  Brooke  <Watsoft.<  Birt  liow  came  the -worthy 
alderman  taask  theque&tion  ?  -He  nevtfr  would  have -asked  such  tt 
one,  t|ia(d  not  Mrs.  Clm-Ws  sale  of  promotions  -been  so  notorious 
Though  it  appeared-tha  interest? of  Sir  Brooke  Watson*  had  gained 
tfcfree  person?'  appointments,  it  did  notToiiow  that  Mr.  Dowler's 
nnis£fheone  o/  then*;  thoughrit  was  fratural  enough  for  him  to  say 
H^1asV3hj2n^nteri0gated-by4fee^vorthv:alderinan.  ^  Hi*  wished  as 
nfuch  nLfpyjymn  not  to  attend-to  4he^aYm>u*  out  of  dodis.  They 
werbict luso forge, thek  duty  indepeiuioiu  61  -til  other  considerations; 
but  r  cannot  help:  remarkmg/said  his  lorcHnp,  thai  this-cauhon 
ix)i\\esV^itlva-vea-y  bad  grace  frolnjbe  1  »ght  *honoiu  abte  gentleman 
^(H'tarh  JimrJ)^^®  ONVes  the'  s>e'at  he  now  holds— who  -owes 
Ins  Vejy  political  existence  to  that  .public  clamour  v,hrch  he-do^ne's. 
(fltarl  new,! 'from  tire-  Opposition  benches.)— *t  he  r'an^  of  his 
ilo^al'jlighnebs  he  contended,  had  nothing  to  do  With  his  q\tes^on, 
Het\va^p,utbhc'servant  of  the  crown,  and  as  such  was"  to  be  tned 
h\  theiiv  4$  waj>not  the  Duke  ot  York,  but  the  Commander  in 
jL<hfe£f  that  then*  weie  in  tins  case  to  consider.  He  did'  not  wisb'td 
accii^jF  longer  the  attention  of  the  House,  {Hear !  hear'1)  as  ih?ve 
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?%ya$  now,;  a , yery  general  wish .  tp:Aeo&He;;  as :  soon «-as pofts&te 
tq.  a  {d^crminationji  and  as  many  country  gentlemen  ; might  yet 
wi^h,  torfspeak  th§ir  mind  previously  to  coming  to  a  vote.  :Tli<i 
noble  lord  concluded by  .stating,?  that  the  original; motion  met*  his 
sentiments,  in  its  utmost  extent,* -  and  it  was  his  wish  to  see  it  adopted, 
by, itjje .House?  ibut  rather  than  have  both  addiesses  negatived}:  he 
Wpnld.prefer  voting. certainly  for  the  amendment.  .  =  v 

,^lr.  LKyciiSTEU  stated,  that  in  his  view  the  House  was  bound  *by 
at regard  to- its. own  dignity  and  character  to  decide  upon  resolutions 
plain,  i  intelligible,  and  decided,  it  was  their  duty  to  prevent 'any 
ambiguity,  from  which  those-who  came  after  them  would  feeiiin* 
able  to  assume/ whether  such  resolutions  might  not  be  carried  by 
X)ne  majority  upon  one  ground,  and  by  another  majority  on  grounds 
very  different.  This  objection  Tie  imputed  both  to*vthe  original 
address,  and  to  the  amendment  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
on  the  floor  (Mi\  Baukes),  to  the  latter  most  particularly.  In  his 
view  of  the  course  recommended  by  that  gentleman  if  was  this, 
that  the  House  should  first  acquit  his  Koyal  Highness  of  any  corrupt 
participation,  'but  that  it  should  subsequently  decide  upon  an  ad- 
dress to --the  -throne,  which  ipjputed  to  the  Duke  of  York  .the 
strongest  suspicion  of  being  aware- of  such  discreditable  transactions. 
Now  if  it  could  be  contended,  that,  the  evidence  made  out  the 
charge  of r  suspicion  in  his  Koyal  Highness,  he  could  not  see  how 
the  House:  could  support  the  first  resolution  of  the  right  honourable 
gentleman,  but  if  the  House- agreed,  as  he  most  sincerely  did  if  eel 
that. there  existed  no  grounds  for  the  charge  of  criminal  participa- 
tion, he  could  not  reconcile  to  hihiself  by  what  means  those  who 
agreed  in  that'  resolution,  could  afterwards  vote  for  an  >  address  of 
removal^  founded  as  it  was  upon  an  ailed  god  suspicion  and*  know- 
ledge of  what  was  going  forward;  which,  if  true,,  nmsitamo^.to 
participation.  The  learned  .gentleman  then  proceeded  .  $s*jif? 
the:  various  details #f  evidence';,  and  ( amid$t>ioud>  crw*;<f :  ffiestwn* 
question)  j<  ieomlvkded  with  an  expression  ■■  of;  hi*.-;  4^n:iinatioti  |a 
vote  for^ the  amendment  of  the  Chancellor  of  tb^  ftx'che^uefv 

'  Sir.  ^*omas  Tmvou  (mnU  k>ud;erit* qfA^otfi  qutMofc) 
Claimed  the  indulgent  of  tlivttmm  he  submitted  the  ob- 

servations that  occurred* to  him  &  subject,  assuring  tfcem; 
would  detain  them.a  v^;sh^m™;  ■.  }  ™  te®*>*  he^ad  not  pre- 
sented  himself  to-  their  atte*a^^!,er  m  thedebate;  -  was;  because 
he  haxl  been  ^CI^  to *ee  wnether  any  ot4hose  gtmtlem&i,;  to 
whoseikp*  wiedge  and  .experience  he  Ipoked  up,  would  take  the  s^fne 
&ad  of  ike  cruise  that1  House  ought  £0  jtake^on  -th#  Occa- 
sion,, '  He  had  ^ag*ned;  that  the  .forms  of  the  House  sjiobld 
be  analpgpus,i.b  t^ea:uies,oi  utMversalJitistice,  -and  upc^tfcis  s]j>rin-  ' 
ciple,  >vhen  he^^tt  tW evidence  that  had  been  adduced  at 
tbei^Bav,  ^^^^^7  °.ne  ^'ting#  that  th^t  House 
posted  ahy  ^^  W1^wer  of  passing  sen tence*  whether  fevoui*- 

ably 
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ably  m  otherwise.  When  he  recollected  the  language 'of-  ihr» 
teamed  Blackstbne,  he  was  sure  they  ought  to  pause,  before  they 
proceeded  to  take  such  a  step.  That  great  lawyer,  speaking  6\' 
public  offenders,  whom  it  was  necessary  to  bring  to  justices  savs 
"  the  Commons  of  England  cannot  try ;  because,  representing  tne 
"  people  at  large,  they  are  the  party  injured;  they  must  bring- him 
before  the  tribunal  of  the  lords."  lie  observed  on  the  custom  of 
the  Roman  and  Grecian  laws  in  such  eases,  that  it  was  not  usual  to 
convict,  except  on  the  previous  testimony  of  persons  upon  oath; 
If  Cato  had  been  exempt  from  such  a  'form,  it  was  because  his1 
word  alone  was  equivalent  in  the  estimation  of  his  countrymen  to 
an  oath,  / 

It  was  said,  they  were  only  delivering  an  opinion,  which  would 
produce  the  effect  of  removing  his  Royal  Highness  from  the  chief 
command ;  but  was  not  this  an  injury  of  the  greatest  magnitude, 
as  was  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Marlborough?  He  had  -likewise! 
heard  quoted  the  case  of  lord  Somers  and  the  other  lords ;  but 
their  case  differed  essentially  from  the  present,  in  this,  that  they 
were  heard  in  their  defence.  If  therefore  they  were  to  adopt  the 
Address,  they  would  take  from  the  Duke  of  York  that  which  the 
meanest  subject  possessed,  even  the  lamp-lighter  at  their  door ;  the 
fight  of  being  heard  before  he  was  judged. 

He  would  not  deny  but  that  the  letter  of  that  illustrious  personage 
had  filled  his  mind  with  considerable  apprehensions  ;  still  he  could 
wt  conceal  from  himself  that  it  contained  in  the  desire  it  expressed 
a  goad  deal  of  British  feeling  and  British  spirit.    And  when  it  ex- 
pressed such  a  desire,  and  rested  upon  such  claims  to  justice,  he 
^ouid  not  but  view  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  right  honour* 
^^feotlemaa  (Mr*  Bankes)  as  a  smooth  expedient,  equally' hostile 
fe>  wfjtatri0U£  personage  as  the  original  Address,  only  that  it  was 
cfepriv^<^|he  rough  bark*  The  handle  was  of  gold,*  the  venom 
of  the  poifej^      m  mean*  taken  away.   With  respect  to  the 
meri&  oi  th^^L^^  itself,  he  concurred  "with  the  principle  laid 
down  by  *bf  JearMM^jg^  wh©  might  be  said  to  have  opened  the 
debate,  and  by  niat^mwouM >  try  it— that  it  was  the  accomplice 
laid  the  foundation  ot  m$ 'rjMgt,  butthat  it  was  to  be  supported 
by  other  testimony,   tie  m\^f  was  tired  by  the  repetition  of 
Mrs,  Clarke^  evidence,  and  but  the  foundation? 

he  could  not  but  remark,  that  tno^^(^ie$v^|llesges  ^Q  were 
to  raise  the  superstructure  were  abused  ^  <Menders  of  the 
Duke,  yet  they  did  not  scruple  to  use  t&wfc  ^  perfect  credible 
when  toy  found  them  to  answer  their purpo*!;  Bow  then  Old  the 
evidence  stand  ?  The  case  of  Captaia  lonytt  ^  considered  as 
much  m  the  weakest  in  point  of  evid^oe;  but  when  they  came 
to  the  cireumstarice  of  the  note,  ther  t%wn  on  their 
backs,  it  was  even  admitted  by  the  r&f  ^<>umt^  gentleman, 
who  had  fct  brought  it  to  lights  tr**> «  was  a  fw$wy9 
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no  be^ef  was  to  be  gu#n\:o  the  witness;  but  if  jt, were  tee,  Air 
l^uke  aw<  acquainted  %vith  the^xorrupfcion,  la  Hefner's  ca^  § 
lettcfy^a^viirlen  by  a  womaif,  complamuig:  iiot  of  ill  usage,  t^Ht 
tl^at  hp  h4d  beha\ed  unkindly;  4?ufe didtheyaecolle£t,  that  itwa> 
$n ,  ajppiicatipn,  vto  ,go  out  pf  the*  ausrfc,  est  mt^»  it'  Suppose  that 
duung  the  tjrneof  the  stoppage  heslftd  died,  would  any  dneUole- 
late  a  conduct  &ol  despotic*.  He  had*gixjat Mpect for  the  puntyof 
the^aimy,*  but  if  all  who  objectionable  weie  to  be  presented 
tyiittjng^,  he  could  not  bu/fe  causae?  rt^as  rather  an,  odd  mode  of 
pjje&qi  vmg  that  ,pui  ii;y«  'Theicaae  crfo«aj©r .French  had  been  proved 
by  Mj>.  Qaike  a#d  captam  &&od<*n'.  *  »i  hey,  to  be  sure,  were  ad- 
complices,  but  it  was  also  pioved  by  Mi&s *Ta}  lor,  to  whose  testi- 
mony he  pipfes^ed  to  gjj/e^imtaf  ciedifc.  He  al~s6  evatmned  sth§ 
wi^tea  documents,  by  sfbck^^i^ended,  Ihcnostnagi  ant  abuse 
of  the  lev  ^  was^clear  ;  arid*  i?hat  tha  D«ke/>  instead  of  a  gentite  le- 
pujnau^,,  bhoiud  h$ye  im&&ntl$  recalled,  him,  and  put,!hwon 
in^tiia). 

A  leaded  gentleman  ha>d  sard,  that  whenthe  investigation'  begari, 
hehad,telt  his  prejudices  rathei  against  the  tJDhike»;,iie  could  say> 
hu  had  been,  m-his  favour^  tlnd  ihe  had  examined  thei f witness, 
lather  to^£fe\,ffc  ins  Hjaocenae  could *be*nj3t  made  out;  and' a  mof& 
t  ui  and  patient  m\  estimation  had-  never  taken*  phice.  The  learned' 
geutle^nan  eudeavoared  tq  vindicate  thelawyers'aga&ist  the  gennal 
■tappLVQUS  thrown  out  in  tjie  course  o£-the  fiebate/  as  -he^  relieved 
the,  gentlemen  of  that  piofesbion  much  naire  fond  latteted'fcfeantc* 
accuse,  and  thi5>  disposition  wasino£  unfuenced  by^tliak  or  htws$&? 
in  hie  Fiorn  the  manner  m  which  lhk\d iscussien  h&igoke'6#^ 
froai  the  ^mple^nd  candid  examination*  of  ^idetK^^liefcii  pre- 
ceded it,  he  deduced  £  consolatory  circMiasiaa^  Ifea&'^ateeJ 
tht\deciSA0ii  of  theHqube  might  be*iWhieh4i^&*Sied  wo^fy'm 
concurrents  dot  with  popular clamour,  shut  ^p^la^C^r\^/S& 
coujatr^  zmyld  do  justice  to,  U^eprjesentati\m  ;£t  ^ji^d^e,^  -  §aj<jj 
tjiat  theeye^  of  tfjp  people. ys&&  toned  upo&  theia't^p^tlitg^'ca-- 
Moq . ,  Siiih.  he  thoughUioijse^i^ay^ti^  ^a$^  ta^ftei  fgr 
InroselJ*  tlUt  the-Ne>im  »^^%%^da*oo»  WC8$T 
oluttr  ,  trusted-  th^^lwmiindild^pTiti^  txi*  sEaaosq^i^^^i^^lSai^ 
<^its,.  awUip  ^ould  4fc'4a&#  tto  h^ctffcfti  no^'^^i^^^^h^s 
pi  ,hmto\&^i&&w»bity,  Sote^<$4he*  horim^a^l^ww^s 

Agmag  tjMifeffeg  ^^rWeftffe^  he^bufd*  m^MtmX  forfte 

>ojte  apoii^eM^^  rSppa 
vHvci^te>»#ld^prpposCan  lmer^t}^^leMt,+,  fcowclainat^  ^distinct 
c  barge,  xto"  Wtri  the-  groiitid*  of ft  ah^uten^r 1  proceerfin'^  ^his 
Arj»^  mm%  *b$  v$aid,  *tvou' d  be  to  t}i0  following  effect;,^- 

^♦•fPHt^Affer  the  fullest  ijivestigation  pf  the  e^iddnde  pj otftfeed  before 
tli#m,  were  of  opinion  there  v  crc  giovinds  of  chargirghis  Royal 
}]  gfhncbs'with  a  knowledge  of  the  corrupt  practices  heaid  at  their  b»r  " 
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... ,  .Mr,.  RY^feR.GQ)'nni^nted  upon  the  evidence^  and  the'  charges;  gc* 
nerally,.'  and  maintained,;  that  where  the  "witnesses  were  c'caw 
tradicted.  in  their  evidence  of  the  collateral  circumstances,  no  at- 
tention, ought  to  be  giveiVrto  their  statement  of  facts,  which  no 
other  witness  coukJ,  by  possibility,  contradict.    No  man's  life 
could  be  secure  against  perjury,  if  the  utmost  latitude  wTas  not  al- 
lowed i^tcrdss-examiriing  the  person  who  preferred  any  accusation, 
«M .afterwards  determining  the  degree  of  credit  which  was  due  to 
feis  account  of  such  facts  as  he  alone  could  have  access  to  know,  by 
the  accuracy  with  which  he  could  relate  the  collateral  circum- 
stances.   If  a  witness  was  detected  in  telling  one  falsehood,  how 
were,  people  to  know  when  he  spoke  the  truth?  The  honourable 
inember,  after  going  over  all  the  cases  upon  which  evidence  was 
given,  and  contending  that  nothing  had  appeared  which  proved 
pny  criminality  in  the  Duke  of  York,  took  that  opportunity  of 
stating  some  part  of  his  feoyal  Highness's  character,  which  had 
not  been  already  stated,  and  which  it  was  his  peculiar  duly  to 
know  in  his  office  of  judge  advocate,    lie  had  always  witnessed 
the  strongest  anxiety  in  his  Royal  Highness  to  promote  and  main- 
tain the  most  strict  and  impartial  administration  of  justice  through- 
out the  whole  army,  and-  to  promote  their  honour  and  discipline. 
His  predecessor  in  office  had  made  the  same  observation  to  him  on 
Vetrring,    His  ftoyaj]  Highness  had  also  materially  provided  forlhe 
EH ure  augmentation  of  the  army,  by  the  establishment  of  the 
inijitary  schools  at  Marjo w,  Wycombe,  and  Chelsea. 

Earf Temple  addressed ,  the  House  to  the  following  purport 
*'  I  ri^e^  §ir,.  for  fche  purpose  of  delivering  my  sentiments  upon  the 
.<pjestiqn  before  the  House  ;  because  I  think,  Sir,  whatever  may  be 
the  claim  of  the  honourable  gentleman  near  me  (Mr.  Wilberforce) 
J  have  at  least  an  equal  claim  to  attention  upon  -such  an  important 
whject.    The  eyes  of  this  country  are  fixed  upon  us ;  and,  Sir,  I 
,dq  n,ot  hesitate  to. declare  the  fate  of  the  country  hangs  upon  our  de- 
cision.   We  are  placed  in  a  most  remarkable  situation;  because,  as 
former  events  have  quickly  passed  before  our  view,  our  attachment 
^ibecome  stronger  to  the  reigning  family  of  the  kingdom,  and  is 
daily,  increasing,  when  we  reflect  upon  the  virtues  of  that  person  • 
who  now  .exyoyS; the  dignity,  of  the  Crown.    Due  consideration  ; 
cannot  fe  dispe^ed  with  on  . the  present  most  important  of , ah  other'; 
questions,  where  the  character  of  the  son  of  the"  King  is  brought  be-*  - 
foreour  judicial  determination.    Rather,  Sir,  than  this  event  should 
ha*ve  come  to  pass,  I  would  have  shed  my  blood,  I  would  have  shed 
it  clropjay  drop,  sooner  than  t&e  evidence  now  lying  on  your  Table 
should  haye  existed,,  and  afterwards  have  been  produced  on  this  most 
unfortunate  occasion. 

A  noble  lord  (Castlereagh)  has  thought  it  his  duty  to  comment 
wpoja  the  proceedings  pf  the  House  of  Commons  ;  he  J&as  said*  w  e 
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are  trying  the  Duke  of  York  in  his  absence  V^e  are  trying  tiirtTcpji: 
tra'ry 'to^the  -first  right,  the  indispensable'  privilege ]  oi  even  *.fh^ 
meanest  subject  wit  hm  the  realm .  Bui ,  Sir,  if  this  objection"  de&rv^ 
our  consideration,  if  it  were  advkable  or  proper  it  should  have  been 
made  in  opposition  to  the  mode  Which  has  already  been  adopted,  it 
ought  to  have  been  suggested,  and  strongly'snp^orted,  in  the  infant 
stage  of  the  present 'proceeding.  His  absence  on  the  present  occa- 
sion may  be  a  matter  of  complaint,  and  if  an  inconvenience  result* 
of  no  infeiior  magnitude,  it  might  have  been  prevented  long  before 
the  present  period.  , 

Prejudices  of  the  public  mind  have  been  complained  of,  and  kq 
far  F  am  ready  to  admit  very  weighty  and  grave  prejudices'  havg 
been  entertained  rer>pecting  those  benefits  which  have  been  thus  imr 
properly  conferred  by  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York.  If 
prejudices  different  from  those  which  I  have  now  adverted  to  haveaf* 
fected  the  public  disposition)  ,  they  . have  arisen  from" the  publicity 
which  unavoidably  attaches  to  this  mode  of  inquiry  ;\  .  ~ 

i  do  think  it  necessary  we  should  come  to  a  specific  determi^ 
nation  upon  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 'his  Koyal  Highness.'.  t  But  at 
the  same  time  1  do  not  mean  to  say  we  ought  to  come  to  sucfra  deter- 
mination respecting  corruption,  for  our  duty  compels  u's  to  a  deei? 
ci.4ioii  of  merely  his  general  conduct.  And  after  all  which  has  been 
aliedged  on  this  material  question,  I  could  myself  have  no  hesitation 
in- .declaring  .my  opinion  on  .the  corruption  aral  connivance  of  tbd 
Duke  of  York;,  Many  difficulties  have  been  started,  and 7 many 
objections  have,  been  made,  relative  to' the  mode  of  proposing  ail, 
Adduess ;  but  still  when  forms  should  have  been  excluded  from  our 
present  consideration,  even  the  amendment  of  theChapcellor  drtribj 
Exchequer  must,  after  all,  be  put  in  the  shape  of  an  address,  and 
in  that  manner  humbly  presented  at  the  foot  of  the'  ThrqrieV  1  dp 
not  pledge  myself  to  this  or  that  mode  in  particular^  ~atid  1  will  " fur- 
ther venture,  to  state,  that  as  to  corruption  or  cb'nrfivalic^'.l^^ree 
with,  the  honourable-  gentleman  opposite,  th'fct'tfce  Widerice  wits; 
principal!*  supported  by  Mrs.' Clarke,  -who  c-kme^'to  the  'Bdusey 
self-confuted  aud  blasted  in  her  evidence.  (Hear'!^  Hear*!)'  Willi' 
re$p?et  to  Miss  Taylor's  evidence,  I  have  no  fehvefanee  iii-d'eelariri'^- 
I  think  it  correct, -but  it' does  not  convict  the  jG)uke:6Y4  ftftYl  "cor- 
ruction;  yet,  thoipgh  the  evidence  does  not -gd  td Vvj6H  W length;; Ti; 
certainly;  shews  his  Royal  Highness,  contrary  to  t?\'e¥y  cdrrect 
sen$e<;6f  propriety -ant!  decorum >  did  conintit  -to  'feuch  \  :womhn 
various >tefisactions^ of -gre^t  importance.-  •  After  ali'whiicK  lias^eeix 
©b&mved^in  regard -to*  trie  expences  mf  GlouCestef-plac^'  f  *irmsi. 
confess  UiaA  rather -see  the  Duke  pronounced' guilty  of  'gFeaVM^ 
travagance,  for  it  would  be  more  congenial  to  nW  mind/'^Van  j£ 
ke,we»e  to>be  pronounced  guilty  Of  ^orru^ioh>*-In  tt^'meah'timei 
Sir,?ofi,this/#ibjeQk.I  am  very  ready  to  grant  *it  wukl  4ie  proper 'if 
t-h^xDuke  of  Ygrk  paid  more  attention  to  his  own  concerns.    I  am 
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determined  to  ,siand  boldly,  forward,  and  express  distinctly  my 
sentiments  oh  this  occasion.  I  do  acquit  his  Royal  Highness  of  all 
corruption  and  coniuyance  in  these  'transactions,  but  I :  find ;  him 
:  gujjjty^pj.  having  permitted,  this  woman  to  interfere  Avith  his  dispo- 
sition of "military  preferment.  Considerable  attention  is  due  to 
the  t  case  -  of  Ken  net,  and  to  that .  of  C  javeri  ng.  The  Dnke  of 
•York's i  own' '  hand  is  produced;  he '  desires  Mrs.  Clarke  to  tell 
iClavermg  the  .second  regiments  were  not  'to  be  raised,  therefore  it 
was  useless  for 'her  to  interfere.  And  what  is  the  natural  inference 
to  be-  drawn  from  such  an  expression  ?  Why,  if  the  second;  re'gi-> 
in*nts?were  to  be  raised  >;she  might  in  that  case  have  interfered, 
-f.  I  "can  n'ot  agree  with,  the. right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr,  Wind- 
tmn)  ;Wh£  sppke  last  night,  and  who  seems  uncommonly  fastltli- 
■  ^JLl8^ir>.;tfol:mlng  His  opinion;  nor  Would  I  with  him  split  a  hair  on 
tt$srhiV?f^nt;^ies^oi1,  ^  I  would,  however  most  earnestly  recom- 
mmS'fm  Royal  Highness  to  resign  the  command  of  dur  army. 
3?%  Ume/Sif,,  may  coine,  probably  it  is  fast  approaching;  When 
w^'sh^ll -hi^ driven 4:0, fight  for  the  cause  in  which  We  are  engage! 
ron;:'Bj-ftisJ&  :^und,'arld  'then  it  may  be  very  important ;  to  our 
Existence  that  our  troops  should  be  under  the  command5 Of  a  person 
who, may  enjoy,  greater  confidence  from  the  people.  It  is  the  divty 
Of  ministers  to^ekert  themselves  on  this  subject,  and  to'reemnm*?ad 
such  a  proceeding..  I  have  now,  Sir,  discharged  my  duty  v  the 
^ask  'has  .been  panful,  ."but  it  is  the  only  line  %f  conduct  which 
could  be  satisfactory  to  my  mi  rid.  I  recollect  an  observation-  of 
ferd,  Burleigh~-f  England  can  never"  be  rmned  but  by  ^Parlia- 
ment,' and  T  am  , of  the  same  opinion;  the  remark-is  as  Just-as  it  is 
striking-^-Engiand  will  never  be; ruined  till  parlialhent^hai!  cea^e  to 
perform  its  duty/'  »  /     -         -       ;    "  : ; 

The  Lobd.  ik>vocATE  of  'Scoti-and  :rose?f  amidst  a  slottd  crfof 
£ue$iiotiJ  He  said'  he  was  well,  awarcrbf  the  im|>&ie*iee;  of 
House  to  come  to  a  vote;  but  although  he  -seldom^osey except 
from  a  sense  of  duty,  yet  in  a  case'  of  such  maghitu4fe!andfc- 
portance,  on  a  question  of  evidence,  he  could  hot-think  of  giving 
'^fsiient  .vote"  He  felt  that  every  moment;  this  dehate  Was  fro- 
tracteot  the  more  necessity  there  was'  for  doing sov-  The  speech 
oV  the.noble^Lo'rd  who"  had  just  sat  down,  d'\d -not  satisfy  h);m  ill  a 
question  of  such  a  complicated  nature.  He -had  gone  over  the 
eyidence  with  the  utmost  attention;  and  had  formed'  an 'optntbn, 
the v  grounds  of  which,  if  gentlemen  would  hear  his- statetnerit^  fhey 
would  sooner  be  enabled  to  arriveat  the'  accomplishment  tjf  their 
inject.  His  opinion  was,  that  his  Royal  Highness  had  Cottony 
one  instance,  abused  that  power  which  was  entrusted  to* hktfi^&nd 
that  tfie  proper  course  of  proceeding  Would 'be/  that ^  every  distinct 
charge  should  be  put  in  the  nature  of  a  question,  so  as1  either  Ui  he 
rejected  or  approved  of.  If  the  Commander  in -Chief'  W^re-gwiity 
of .  corruption,  let  it  be  said  $0,  and  let  him  far  sent W  hftWial ; 
1         '  ■■>  jbufc 
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but  if,  on  tire  other  hand,  he  was  not  gmlty  of  corruption,  let  him 
be  acquitted  by  a  vote  of  the  House,  declaring  him  to  be  innocent. 
The  learned  gentleman  was  then  pioceeding  to  animadvert  on  tire 
evidence,  but  the  House  became  so  clamorous,  that  he  found  it 
impossible  to  obtain  a  hearing, 

Mr.  Wilbehforce  then  rose  and  began  by,  stating  that  he  de>- 
feired  to  the  latest  oppoitumty  hib  intention  of  offering  to  the  House 
hi*>  sentiments  on  the  present  most  important  question,  because  he 
confessed  that  it  was  his  uniforni  and  anxious  wish  to  hear  all  that 
might  be  said  on  the  subject  upon  either  side,  according  to  the  va- 
rious views  that  different  minds  might  be  severally  disposed  to  take 
of  it,  before  he  ventyied  to  state  his  opinion,  that  he  might  see  it, 
in  every  light,  and  in  every  shape,  that  it  could,  perhaps,  possibly 
appear  m;  and  it  had  been  with  a  view  to  this,  that  he  had  from 
the  veiy  commencement  of  this  business,  down  to' that  moment, 
devoted"  his  fixed  and  undivided  attention  to  every  part  it 
passed  successively  undei  his  observation,  both  with  lespect  to* the 
evidence,  and  the  variety  of  Gorhmentary  that  evidence  had  called 
forth ;  because  it  was  his  wish,  as  it  unquestionably  was  his  duty* 
to  avail  himself  of  every  possible  advantage,  that  could  enable 
him  to  come  ultimately  to-an  opinion  at  once  mm,  impartial,  and 
decided.  And  in  the  first  place,  before  he  proceeded  to  observe 
upon  the  case  itself,  he  could  not  help  adverting  to  the  dispositiba 
he  felt  at  tjhc  time  when  the  charges  weie  at  first  brought  forward. 
Here  he  must  frankly  confess,  that  he  had  his  full  share  m  partici- 
pating in  those  piejudices  in  favour  of  the  accused  which  had  been 
felt  and  acknowledged  by  otheis;  and,  theiefore,  whatever  ei i- 
minality  .there  might  be  in  persons  in  a  judicial  capacity'in  volunta- 
rily giving  admission  to  such  feelings,  he  could  not  help  candidly 
acknowledging,  that  he  must  come  in  foi  his  Mr  shaie  of  it,  for 
the  charges  did  appear  to  him  to  be  so  extremely  improbable,  that 
the  Jionourable  ftaember  who  had  originated  them  must  forgive 
him  when  he  Saul*  that  he'was  almost  satisfied  that  they  would, 
iiot  be  substantiated*  The  result,  however,  of  the  investigation 
•upon  his  mind  had  been  such  as  to  shew  that  though  he  could  not 
•altogether  get  lid  of  thoi>e  prejudices,  he  had  not  suffered  them  to 
interfeie  so>  far  as  to  bias  his  affections,  close  his-*  views,  or  in- 
fluence his  judgment*  The  question  appeared  to  him  to  divide' 
itself  -into  two  points:  first,  to  what  degiee  of  coriuption  did  the 
dDuke-of  York  participate  in  the  matteis  proved-' — and  secondly* 
what  was  the  geneial  elfect  of  this,  coir  option*  As  for  the  paitt- 
■cipation,  he  could  not  hefp  stating,  that  it  was  astonishing  to  him 
that  his  Royal  Highness  had  not  felt  stiong  suspicions;  he  must 
h&v&  known  fioni  military  friends  and  acquaintances,  that  there- 
was  a  pi  evading  opinion  in  the  army  that  this  coiruption  existed. 
These  were  things  not  done  m  a  corner,  but  generally  known  and 
published  in  widely-circulated  pamphlets.   It  was  a  notorious  and 
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uri^cniable  fact  thai;  army  patronage  was^omiptly  disposed  of,  anct 
that  the  channel  was  through  the  Commander  in  Chief,  The 
Duke  of  York  must  also  have  luiown  from  the  histories  he  had 
read,  that  the  mistresses  of  Princes  had  ever  been  the  source  to 
winch  the  corrupt  had  applied;  that  they  kept,  as  it  were,  a  shop 
open  for  the  disposal  of  favours  at  Court.— It  has  been  said,  Mrs. 
Clarke  came  from  the  protection  of  an  army  broker,  then  the  Duke 
of  York  ought  to  have  been  still  more  careful,  "and  on  his  guard 
against  her,,  as  knowing  she  must  be  acquainted  with  all  the  tricks 
and  practices  of  office.  His  Boy al  Highness  also  knew  that  she 
was  distressed  for  money,  and  tempted  by  her  necessities;  another 
gre^t  cause  to  induce  her  to  avail  herself  of  the  means  in  hei* 
power.    . :  .      :  - 

In  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Corn,  it  was  stated,  that  a  few  months 
after  the  connection  had  ceased  between  the  Duke  of  York  and 
Mrs,  Clarke,  she  called  upon  him,  and  told  him- that  the  Duke 
was  angry  at  something,  and  at  the  same  time  recommended  to 
him  to  destroy  all  his  papers.  This  circumstance  shewed,  that 
some  suspicions  had  then  been  excited  as  to  some  facts,  which  may 
have  come  to  light,  and  flashed  conviction  upon  the  mind  of  his 
Royal  Higmiess.  His  Hoyal  Highness  seemed  not  to  have  been, 
iiware  of  the  opportunity  he  enjoyed  to  consult  those  excellent 
3nd  honourable  men  by  whom  he  was  surrounded,  as  tothe  means 
to  prevent;  Mrs.  .Clarke  from  imposing  upon  his  weakness  by 
rendering ;his  attachment  to  her  subservient  to  her  corrupt  practices. 
Oft  tte  Contrary,  he  appeared  to  have  kept  them  in  the  dark  upon 
these  subjects' ;  and  there  was  one  circumstance  to  which  he- would 
partidularly  advert,  to  shew  that  this  had  been  the  case,  When 
lie  received  the  letter  from  Mrs.  Sutherland,  requesting  that  the 
resignation  of  Major  Turner;  mig&t  not  be  accepted  for  sometime, 
in  order  that  a  lady,  to  whom  he  was  represented  as  having  be- 
haved ill,  might  know  where  to  find  him,  he- put  that tetter  into 
the  haflds  of  Colonel  Gordon,  as  if  it  had  been  a  letter  from;  a 
jeifjset  stronger  (fJedr,  hear,  hear);'  and  Colonel  Gordon,  had. 
even  stated  at  the  bar,  that'he  had  not  at  that  time  any ^knowledge 
that  the  contrary  was  the  case  .(Hear-,  hear).  It  was  not  theft 
Necessary  to  state  "how  that  case  stood.  The  House  was  aware  that 
an 'intiaiate' connection  had  previously  subsisted  between  .his  Royal 
Highness  and  this  Mrs.  Sutherland;  in  sliort>  that  she  had  been 
jhis  mistress.  $rom  this,  therefore,  they  must  see,  that>  blinded 
by  ;B£s  arTe<jtion  or  partiality  for  this  lady,  the  Duke  sunk  the  cir- 
irtlfnstance  of  his  kno\yfedge  of  her  on  the  occasion ;  and  instead 
o£.#j$mg. ;  'in '  explicit  •  communication  of  th«  feet*  rather  k$pt 
Colonel  Gordon  in  the  dark— that  individual  who  of  all  others  was 
Dibst  likely  to  rescue  him  from  the  dangerous  precipice  upon  which 
h&  stood,  and  to  save  him  from  the  abyss  into  which  he  was  ready 
to  pKmge/ (Tfttff  /  hear 4}  It  appeared,  also,  froi»  the  evMtfnct,  * 
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that  though  Colonel  Gordon  had  enjoyed  the  confidence  o£  tie? 
Duke  of  York,,  so  far  as  the  execution  of  the  duties  of  his  office 
was  concerned,  for  which,  that  able  officer  seemed  so  well  qualified, 
he  did  not  possess  so  much  of  his  confidence  as  would  enable  him 
to  discharge  the  office  of  a  friend,  whom  Princes  so  much  want, 
but  so  seldom  meet  with.  Certain  it  was,  as  had  been  stated  by 
Colonel  Gordon  in  his  examination ,  that  he  had  never  even  seen  Mrs. 
Clarke  until  he  saw  her  at  the  bar  of  that  House;  and  in  every 
thing  that  related  to  the  connection  between  her  and  the  Duke  of 
York,  that  gentleman  appeared  to  have  kept  a  dignified  distance^ 
such  as  became  his  just  and  honourable  mind.  But  before  he 
should  make  the  observations  he  intended  upon  several  of  the  cases, 
he  begged  to  say  a  few  words  upon  one  fact,  and  an  important 
one  too,  namely,  the  very  different  circumstances  in"  which  those 
who  were  prosecuting,  and  those  who  were  defending  these 
charges,  were  placed.  It  had  well  been  stated  in  his  very  able 
speech  by  the  Noble  Lord,  (Lord  Folkestone)  that  the  defence 
had  been  conducted  and  supported  by  all  the  legal  authorities  of 
the  government,  i>y  persons  who  possessed  the  means  to  find  out, 
and  the  power  to  compel  the  attendance  of  any  witnesses  whom  it 
might,  be  necessary  to  examine;  and  it  had  been  assisted  through* 
out  by  the  'influence  and  weight  of  wealth,  rank,  and  property. 
The  inference  that  resulted  from. all  this  was,  that  if  any  .unfa- 
vourable impressions  existed  against  the  Duke  of  York, ,  it  was  nc-t 
because  all  the  witnesses  had  not  been  called,  whose  testimony 
might  have  been  necessary  for  his  defence,  or  effectual  for  his  jus? 
tification.  AW  the  witnesses  that  could  have  been  of  any  service 
to  that  purpose  had  been  examined;  and  if  no  , more  had  been 
called,  it .  was  only  because  those  who  conducted  the  defence 
omitted  to  do  so,  lest  they  should  Injure,  their  own  cause.  .(ffe#rf 
hmrj)       ••  .  ,;  '  .  ';    \  •'   , . 

• :  In  this  .case;  the  proof  must  either  be  from  Mrs.  Clarke,  the  puke 
of  York,,  the  persons  who  received  the  favours,  or  the  agents  who 
negotiated  them..  It  so  happened  that  they  had  all  these  kinds 'of 
evidence  by  Mrs.::Glarke  at  the  bar,  the,  Duke  of  York's  letters, 
the*  favoured  persons'  testimony  and  letters ;  and  the  agents,;  whe- 
ther they  were  aware  of  Mrs.  Clarke's  designs,  or,  as  w  as  more 
probable^  the  dupes  to  her  arts.  Mrs.  Clarke,  in  her  testimony> 
seemed  to  h;ave  little  scruple  in  violating  the  truth,  and  she. was 
also  contradicted  by  otheis.  Though  he  was  confident  that  Mrs. 
Clarke  was  not  a  witness,,  to  whom  he  should  give  any  great  degree 
of  credit,  yet  when  corroborated  as  she  had  been,  in,  cases  wMcji 
appeared  the.most  romantic  on  their.being  first  mentioned,  he  foywL 
not  withhold  his  credit  from  her  testimony.  The  case  of  O'Meara 
for;  instance*  appeared  at  first  to  have  been  only  the  creature  of  her 
imagination ;~;  $o  also  had  it  appeared  impossible  to  believe"  hfr 
Matementi raspe£|ing>Qe$0raj  .Clavering,  and,  yet  bpth:  ha&.bijm 

"    '  afterwards 
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afterwards  con  finned  in  a  most  extraordinary  maimer.  He  men- 
tioned these  small  matters,  because  it  was  not  possible  to  put  them 
otit  of  the  question,  and  because  it  was  oh  en  from  such  circum- 
stances that  the  most  correct  opinion  was  to  be  formed  of  any 
transaction.'  When  Mrs.  Clarke  had  been  asked  how  she  had 
made  herjrequest  to  accomplish  the  exchange  for  Colonel  Kmght, 
she  answered  that  she  had  given  to  the  Duke  of  York  -the  naimea 
of  the  parties  upon  a  slip  of  paper,  which  she  had  received  from 
Dr.  Thynne.  It  appeared  from  the  evidence,  that,  unknown  to 
her  at  that  time.  Dr.  Thynne  had  also  stated  that  he  had  given  to 
Mrs.  Clarke  a  slip  of  paper  containing  the  names  of  the  parties* 
These  coincidences  in  small  matters  often  amounted  to  more 
cogent  proof  than  resulted  from  more  important  parts  of  evidence. 
It  had  likewise  been  said  by  Mrs.  Clarke,  that,  whenever  the 
Duke  of  York  was  with  her,  she  never  suffered  a  livery  servant  to 
attend.  It  appeared  that  Samuel  Carter  did  attend  his  Royal 
Highness,  but  it  afterwards  came  out,  that  he  never  wore  a  livery. 
But  the  greatest  thing  of  all,  that  confirmed  the  testimony  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,  was  the  production  of  the  Duke  of  Y oik's  letters  to- her, 
as  well  as  the  production  of  the  letters,  of  which  she  had  no  idea, 
thatjthey  existed,  and  the  note  which  hadoeen  so  much  disputed. 
He  was  ready  to  give  every  credit  for7  their  candour  and  impart 
tiality  |p  those,  'who,  in  commenting  upon  the  evidence,  did  not 
appear  to  hifcvk  sufficiently  attended  to  these  documents  ;  but  gen* 
tlemen.  should  fecollect,  that  whea  ,they  were  acting  as  judges, 
they  should  not  hawforgotten  to  have  summed  up  all*  the  evidence, 
Hear,  Jicar,  iiewr  t  It  was  very  material  to  keep  these  letters, 
and  especially  the  mysterious  note  in  view,  in  considering  how 
far  the  teslimoriy  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was  ^corroborated.  Arid  when 
gentler&en  contended,  tfrat  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Clarke  was  -riot 
to  be  believed,  it  was  impossible  not  to  suppose  that  they  would 
have  endeavoured  to  shew,  that  these  documents  contradicted  "her 
testimony.  He  would  ask  the  right  honourable  gentleman  whether, 
when  they  knew  that  these  letters  found  in  the  possession  of  Mr. 
$andoo,  and  tke  letters  procured  from  Mr.  Nichol,  afforded  the 
best  means  to  invalidate  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  they  can 
shew  why,  with  all  their  sagacity,  research,  and  power  of  inquiry, 
they  Jiad  yet  left  these  documents  entirely  out  of  the  question  ? 

As  for  what  had  been  sard  of  the  expenee  of  the  establishment, 
he  never  could  believe  that  Ms  Royal  Highness  had  looked  to  the 
sale  of  fomiriissio^s,  for  its  regular  supply ;  and  the  assertion  of 
Mis.  Clarke,  that  he  told  her  if  she  was  clever  she  needed  want 
for  nothing,  was  so  improbable,  that  cOulxt  not  for  a  moment 
credit  it.  Yet  thsre  might  be  soittet'hin#  short  of  this,  which  pe- 
cuniary difficulties  and  distress  occasioned.  The  honourable  gen- 
tleman next  considered  the  exchange  between  Knight  and  Brooke, 
£3  shewn  ia  the  general  understanding  that  corrupt  practices  exist- 
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*d~-a  belief  most  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  army,  which- 
taM  riot  entertain  a  more  ruinous  notion  than  that  the  road  to 
preferment  was  by  base  and  mean  artifices,  instead  of  patient  suf- 
fering, discipline,  and  conduct.  Dowler's  case  he  considered  as 
more  gross  than  the  former ;  and  though  there  was  no  reason  to 
jbelieve  the  Duke  of  York  privy  to  the  payment  of  the  10001.  yet 
he  was  actuated  by^undue  influence.  lie  contended,  that  his 
Royal  Highness,  and  not  Sir  Brooke  Watson's  interference,  pro- 
cured the  appointment*  Mr.  Dowler  was  the  son  of  a  man  who 
had  been  for  fifteen  years  a  member  of  the  Whig  Club,  and  the 
constant  opponent  of  Sir  Brook  W atson  in  his  own  ward.  It  was 
not  to  be  supposed  that  he  would  have  provided  3  place,  and  in  his 
own.  office,  for  the  son  of  ihtit  gentleman ;  at  least  it  would  require 
great  credulity  to  believe  that  fact.  French's  levy  was  extremely 
suspicious,  a-nd  though  there  was  no  decisive  proof  that  the  .Duke 
knew  of  the  corrupt  agreement,  there 'was  reason  to  think,  from 
the  long  correspondence,  he  could  not  but  have  suspected  it.  A% 
for  Miss  Taylor's  evidence,  he  conceived  it  to  he  a  proof  of  a  wish 
to  turn  every  thing  to  the  purpose  of  the  party  she  had  espoused; 
whea  an  honourable  gentleman  said,  that  even  if  she  had  heard  the 
words  stated  in  her  evidence,,  they  were  without  meaning — "  Does 
he  harrass  you  as  he  does  me,"  was  the  construction  of  the  sentence, 
.  alluding  to  French  and  his  levy,  which  was  a  business  with  which 
the*  .Duke  alone,  and  not  Mrs.  Clarke,  had  with  propriety  any 
thing  to  do. :  This  was  another  proof  of  corrupt  influence;  but 
considering  that  Miss  Taylor  could  not  recollect  any  thing ,eke, 
and -that  these  words  were  brought  to  her  mind  by  Mr?.  Clarke, 
'he_<:Ould  not  think  this  evidence  strong  -enough  to  prove  any  guilty 
pai  ticipatjon  on  the  part  of  his  Royal  Highness.  Tonyn's  case 
was  a*  strong  one,  ancl,  supported  by  the  note,  which  in  his 
opinion,  was  genuine,  though  it  was  probable  it  might  be  ob- 
tained from  the  Duke  of  York  with  some  other  view,  and  on  some 
other  story  than  the  one  now  told.  The  case  of  Captain  Turner 
proved  Aat  influence  of  a  similar  description  to  Mrs.  Clarke's  pre- 
vailed;, aiid  if -a  woman,  not  living  with  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
could  prevail  so  much  as  to  prevent  the  resignation  of  an  officer ; 
what  might  be  be  expected  from  the  influence  of,  a  woman  witlv 
whom  he  lived,  and  for  whom  he  had  the  warmest  affectioi i  ? ' 

In  voting  for  the  amendment  of  his.  honourable  friend,  he  Should 
vote:  for  the  acquittal  of  the  Duke  of  York  of  corruption -as  far  as 
he  could.  But  the  gentleman  opposite  appeared  to  him  to  have 
adapted  a  strange  course.  In  consequence  of  the  evidence,  they 
called  for  a  direct  decision  of  the  question  of  "corruption  or  no 
corruption^  They  found  fault  with  the  amendment;  of  his-  ho- 
:  nourable  friend a/  because . he  had  not  introduced,  somethfng  strdnger 
into  it,  whidi  they > could  more  easily  induce  the  Hojuse  to  reject, 
Xheseigentleniea  were  old  soldiers,  Near  !  hmr /  and  could  not;  be 


"*t  ,.any  loss  ,for.  parliamentary  expedients  (Hear >$.  hem '/}  >H&td& 
frad^rtie,  ~£^£Y$eft9&  in  these  matters,  and  should  have,  proiifced. 
Kttte  by  bis; "long  acquaintance  .with  the  practice  and  Ig^ms  pf  l^ai^b 
liaraent,  not  to  perceive  the  drift  of  such  a  suggestion.  The  most 
manly  course  that  the  Mouse  could  adopt*  would  he  that  which 
>v;is  <;pnsis|;en|.\vith  i^s  duty,  and  with  justice.  They  should  g$  no 
farther  tMji, demanded.:.  Glad,  indeed,,  should  he  he,  if 
if  was,  possible  fbrthe  Jiouse  to  come  to. a  decision  favourable  t&his? 
KoytiPl iighness, .  but  ,^|iat,'  tire  evidence  rendered  hopeless.,  They, 
wejre  not  to  be  considered  cruel  for  placing  the  Duke  hi  the  situation 
in:^vhich  the  question  befQre,the  House  placed  hinx.  It  was  not 
that  Bouse,,  or,  any  pr^qduig  in  it,  but  those  friends  who  shoukk 
have  iiiform.ed  his  lloy^l/  Blghness  of  the  corrupt  .practices  that 
"were  going  on,  and  neglected  it,  that  had  brought  his  Royal  Elgin 
iiesf  to^ the  situation  in  which  he.vhe,n  was.  Wilhregard  to  all  that, 
had  been  said  of,  the  evidence,  as  to  the  genera)  improbability  o{ 
its  character,,  that  had  no  iniiuence.upon  his  inindr  Jn'o  man- would 
say  that  the  puke  of  York  'recollected  the  letters .  which  had  beei* 
produced*'  This,  was  likely  enough  to  arise  from  that  looseness  of 
-mind,  of  acting,  and  of  feeling,  which  appeared  in  the  conduct 
of  jj]s  Royal  fiighness.  • 

lit  adverting  14  the,  internal  evidence*  Mr.  Wilberforce  expressed 
bis  conyictibn  that  there  coulci she no  plot  in  tlurcase;  Mrs.  Clarke^ 
it  appe%red,;  was oh, bad,  terms  ,wiih  Maltby,  with  Sanclon,,  and 
others,  with  whom  this  plot  niust  have  beea.contrived.  Dowler  and- 
Sandpn  had  'but  just  arrived  from  the  Continent.  There  was,  he*  • 
confessed,  the  strongest  confirmation  of  her  evidence  on  some  of 
the  niost  material  points  in  the  letters-— a  sort  of  evidence  which  had 
always  been  considered  as  the  best,  as  they  were  written  at  the  time; 
and  of  inaiiy  of  these  she, herself  did  not  know  the  existence,  He 
next  adverted  to  the  .argument  in  .favour  of  the  Duke,  of  York,? 
deduced  vtorn  the  .management  of  the  arihy. =  As  far.  as  this  tended 
to  shew  that  t these  transactions  .had  no  material  bad  effect  on  the> 
character  of  the  arriiy^  ;he  thought  the  argument  ad  just; .one;  but 
when  brought  forward  as  something  to,  be  placed  in ,  the,  opposite 
scaled  It  rather  tended, to  prove, tM  strength  of  the  evidence*  He? 
allowed  tfet  the  puke;  of  X9?k>\  %  j>?$R«}g  Colonel  Gordon  and 
other  most  hpnoutabie  perspiif  ^boist  him  in  his  o#ke  had  given  ar 
i>ond  to  the  public*  for  the  correctness  of  his  awn  CQiKkjcW-and  one^ 
could  only#  regret .tka^^  hafe  fcotj  i  .^vltea  he  knew  of  ]VIrs.  Clarke^, 
interference; 1  given  'inslructioh^  f pVthem  to cheek  it.  '  Be  could  not 
doubt,,  froto  the  ef  id^ence  .of  t of  lionqurable "  Genef atppppsite  ^Sir 
A.  Wellesle^),  a^iliihers> that  improvements  had:  taken  place--  i»i 
*he  dosstittu^oii  rftl^  arniylhut  jie\had  ratherthought  the  honour-? 
able-^»e^:&4  doVjustice  i°  Jhhriself^or  his<  tellojv  soldiers* 
when;  he^critied>'h'is'  ajid  their  victories,  to  the  Duke  o£  York,  -The 
£xcfct!ei&e!  of  the:  Britis&arm  y,,  \e  rather  ascribed  to  the  fteedpr$et^h£ 
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British  constitution,  and  that  gradually  descending  scale  of  rank, 
which  gave  every  mdependant  man  consequence,  and  a  feeling  of 
thgnity  which  spiead  over  the  whole  community. 

,  M%gi\Q  S^corpore  mlscet.  ' 

Tfie  honourable  gentleman,  \ifter  some  further  remarks  upon 
the  natuie  of  Che  several  modes  or  proceeding  submitted  to 
the  House,  came  to  consider  the  charge*  against  his  Royal  High- 
ness in  a  moral  point  of  view,  and  said,  that,  aftei  viewing  the 
scenes  which  had  been  unhappily  disclosed,  and  considering  that 
the  e)  es  of  the  country,  nay  ot  all  Europe,  were  upon  them,  the  House 
had  a  most  impoitant  function  to  peiform;  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
sa\  mg,  that  the  public  opinion  of  their  independence  would  greatly 
depend  on  the  \ote  they  should  give  upon  the  subject  before  them. 
Foi  his  part;  after  lerlectmg  on  the  disgusting  scenes  that  had  been 
pioved,  he  thought  the  House  could  do  no  less  than  come  to  a 
lesolution  to  suppoit  the  amendment  of  his  light  honouiabJc  friend 
Mr.  Banker.  It  was  wise,  prudent,  and  modeiate,  and,  m  his 
opinion,  met  the  justice  of  the  case,  when  considered  m  one  com- 
piehensive  and  geneial  view.  It  wTas  a  fit  sauhice  to  public  de- 
cency, and  it  was  necessary  to  the  safet)  of  the  country  that  the 
oflioe  ot  the  Commrmdei  m  Chief  should  no  longei  continue  in 
the  hands  of  his  Ro\al  Highness ^{A  loud  c>y  oj  Hear*  kcai  ' 
j)o?n  the  Opposition  hmches) 

The*House,  he  said,  owed  it  as  a  repaiation  to  public  moials  to 
speak  our,  and  itwashtghl}  beneficial  to  society,  that  so  flagiant 
a  deviation  fiom  the  ptmuples  oi  leligion  and  viitue  should  be 
'maiked  by  lepiehension  A  vei\  able  mi  iter,  Machiavel,  had 
■said,  that  loosenessln  moials,  and  infidelity  in  religion,  sapped  and 
undermined  a  State  moie  than  an\  othei  cause  whatevei.  If  then 
$ie  house  should  take  no  l.olice  oi  tlie  vice  and  debauch-cry 
pioved  at  their  bar,  it  would  go  to  establish  a  belief,  that  they 
^did'itioreiespect  to  the  laws  of  comiesy  and  civility  than  they  did 
to  thtS'lawt'of  God/  He  would  admit  that  his  majesty's  example 
for  Mi'tue  and  rpiet\  l\dd  endeaied  him  to  his  people  ,  but  the  hope 
that  his  icyal  hrghness  woukl  set  about  an  immediate  letotmatton, 
and  4mifUte  hrs-  tliustnous  parent/  w*>  going  bevond  the  o4dinaiy 
confidence  that  house  was  accustomed  to  give.  {J  general  excla- 
mation of)  hear' f  hear ')  , 

An  hoAomable  gentleman,  he  said/ had.  alluded  to  some  tians^ 
actions  in 'the  tune  of  Charles  the  Second,  as  it  was  the  reign  of 
mistresses^  'he  would  also  state  a  fact  in  point  that  occurred  m  the 
same  reign.  It  appeated  that  that  Monarch  had  taken  some  un- 
becoming freedoms,  and  behaved  impropcily  with  a  loose  female. 
The  meihbers  of  the  kirk  were  called  upon  to  iebuke  Ins  majesty 
tor  his  bad  example/ and  contempt  ot  public  morals,,  and  an 
ecclesiastic  of  the  iKimc  of1  Uovglas  vv*$s  selected  fur  that  pui pose. 

H4>1I1§ 
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Having  come  Into  Ike  presence  of  the  king,  he  requested  thoss  who 
accompanied,  him 'to  remain  at  a  distance,  and  when  he  had  ad- 
vanced out  of  the  hearing  of  the  spectators,  he  exclaimed,  y.  Th« 
next  time  your  Majesty  indulges  with  loose  women,  take  care  to 
close  the  shutters."  The  king  received  the  intimation  as  it  \\  as 
meant,  and  the  people  were  completely  satisfied  with  the  rebuke. 
Mr.  Hume,  who  tells  the  story,  informs  us,  that  the  king  never 
forgot  the  minister's  courtesy,  *but  he  does  not  tell  us  that  his  ma- 
jesty reformed  his  habits."  Now  the  use  he  meant,  to  make  of  this 
story  was,  that  the  expectations  of  rebuke  held  out  by  the  Chancellor 
of  theExchequer  appeared  to  him  to  be  something  like  the  rebuke  in 
question,  and  it  was  not  unlikely  its  effects  would  be  the  same. — If  the 
House,  therefore,  meant  to  do  any  thing  to  uphold  a. due  sense  of  reli- 
gion and  morals,  it  should  come  to  a  direct  avowal  of  its  concern,  that 
those  essential  and  fundamental  principles  of  a  people's  prosperity  and 
happiness  should  have  been  violated  by  his  Royal  11  ighness.  If  it  was 
to  act  otherwise,  and  to  adopt  the  Resolutions  and  Address  of  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  opposite  to  htm,  it  would  be  merely  echoing 
back  the  contents  of  his  Royal  llighness's  letter— a  document,  the 
sooner  it  was  forgot,  the  better.  Still  the  Acidiess  had  some  unex- 
ceptionable traits  in  it— he  meant  the  respect  paid  to  his  MajesU  ; 
and  the  more  the  several  branches  of  the  Ro\al  lamily  imitated  the. 
example  placed  before  them,  the  more  likely  were  they  to  ensure 
the  respect  and  affection  of  the  country. — {Here  the  impatience  of 
the  House  for  the  Question,  and  the  cry  to  enforce  a  division  was 
so  loud  and  continued,  that  the  voice  of  the  Speaker  ivas  drowned 
for  a  considerable  time. ) 

Gentlemen,  he  said,  would  do  well  to  consider  seriously  whai-  they 
were  doing,  for  if  they  were  resolved  to  come  to  a  decision  adverse 
to  that  which  appeared  to  be  founded  on  truth-  and  justice,  they 
would  make  themselves  responsible  for  the  consequences  that  migA- 
result  from  continuing  his  Royal  Highness  in  office  after  what  hud 
passed.  He  would  repeat,  that  he  could  not  remain  there,  with 
pritdence,  and  he  adjured  the  House  to  recollect,  that  riot  only  the 
honour  of  the  British  Parliament,  but  the  safety  of  the  Country  was 
at  stake,  He  adjured  them  also  to  recollect,  that  the  nehuiuus 
traffic  for  commissions  and  promotions  had  been  promulgated,  not 
jonly  throughout  the  British  empiie,  but  all  Europe;  and  what  would 
bethought,  after  substantiating  such  pi  act  ices  at  their  Bar,  should 
the  Commander  in  Chief  be  allowed  to  keep  his  station  ?  It  kept 
mistresses  were  to  open  or  shut  the  doors  to  mifitaiy  preferment, 
was  it  not  possible  the  enemy  might  draw  advantages^ rom  the  abuse? 
It  would  be  remembered,  that  Bonaparte  had  done  more  by  the  in- 
trigues of  bad  women  than  by  almost  any  oilier  means;  and  a 
great  portion  of  his  success  was  ■  ascribable  to  the  corruption  dif- 
fused by  such  emissaries.  Bad  women  had  betrayed  the  state  se- 
crets of  countries,  and  might  do  so  agaiij.    It  was  a  priiicipai 

mstimneui 
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instrument  in  the  bands  of  the  tyyant  to  whom  he-alluded,  and.it 
had  proved  the  dcsti  uciioii  of  states  'and  empires. 
>  Tliie; House  should  also  recollect  that  its  proceedings  hao'  proba* 
l^een  read  by every  bujtbened  cottager  in  the  conn' try  . j  and  it 
■0k^t  the  {louse  should  look  to  the  dangers  that- threatened,  if  it 
did  kot^n^form  the  solemn  duties  committed  .to  its  charge  with 
•|ipij^ty,:r.:lid^iit;  iimd  -ptoiMy tpi  heai  t.   The  time  might  i&mty  if 
„  j^eyj decided precipitately,  when  they  -would  wish  that  tbey  hajd 
Jbesto^d  a  lao^e  calm  and  serious  consideration  upon  ^onigr^ep? 
tqus  a  question.    The  character  of  the  House  depended  i|« 
ky^e^M'toou W: %iy%>  iandasit  looked  to  the  country  for .coniidenci^ 
-a4d  approbation  of  its  measures,  so  ought  it  to  attend  to  the  popu* 
|lfu^e,ei*i}gtin  :eyei?y:.legitiraate.  way 'that  truth  aod*  justice  .wouM  ad» 
v&h.    ^h^l^odourable  Gentleman  concluded  by  declaring  his  in- 
tention-of  voting  .for  ;tbe  Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Bankes. 

Miv  Secretary- C^NNtNG  made  a  very  long  and  eloquent*  speech 
against  bptb  the  Amendments  whiqh  bad  been  proposed,  and  also 
against  tbe  Address  moved  by  Mr.  Wardle,  and  in  support  of  the 
^esolutioas  move'dby  his.Right  Honourable  Friend,  lie  cod  tended 
at  great  length"  that- it  was  unparliamentary,  to  move  an  Address 
without  preceding  it  with' Resolutions,  for  otherwise  it  would  be 
an  Address;  without  foundation.    Me  defended  most. strenuously 
£he  course  of  .adopting  Resolutions  instead  of  an  Address  in  the 
first  instance;  ^ridiculed  the  course  proposed  of  coming  to  an  Ad- 
dress without  any  Resolution  as  a  foundation  for  it]  defended  his 
Jioyal  Kighness  from?  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  most  shameful 
standee;  defended  also  himself  from  what  be  maintained^  to  be. a 
misrepresentation  of  what  he  said  when  this  subject  was  moved* 
Tbe  Honourable  Gentleman  defended  the  letter  of  his  Royal 
Highfress :  not  to  have  received jt  would  have  been  to  have  denied 
Mm  that  justice  which  is  the  right  of  the  meanest  individual  in 
the  Country.    The  note  which  had  excited  such  a  sensation  had 
ffeefisweilecr  into-  more  importance  than  it  deserved.    He  protested 
fagaanst  this  method  of  drawing  inferences  from  the  letteisof  pub- 
lic ine^n/ and  mentioned  an  instance  of  a  letter  which  he  himself 
frftd  written  to  a  poetical  Lady,  who  had  written  an  Ode  on  Vacci- 
nation, which  by  such  inferences  might  be  tortured  into  high 
treason.    He  expressed  his* astonishment  that  it  should  have  beeri 
said,1  that. -.Sir  B,  Watson  could  not  have  appointed  Mi.  Dowlej, 
because  his  father  differed  from  him  in  politics;  and  remarked 
-with  a  great  deal  of  humour,  upon  the  lofty,  political  dissemiors 
between\L5eputy  Dowler  and  Cpnanissaij  Watson     lie  denied 
that  he  had  said  thaVinfamy  must  attach  to  the,  accused  or  the  ac- 
cuser* -though  he  did  say  that  it  must  rest. so  new:  ?:  ^  ;  at?d  ifVid 
fest' with  "that  confederacy,  :  of  which  the  Duke  of  Y<;i  ;<  had  bt  cii 
the  dupe  and  the  victim.   As  he  had  in  one  instance  hin-n  uii.s^e- 
presented  bvaddition,  be  had  in  another  been  misrepresented  by 
T  No.  XXXIL— V,  S.  ,  3  H  curtailment. 
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fcltrtaUment*,  -rWfteto  he  said  ^bat^ome  men  might  beled'tk)  .doubt 
whether  the  licentiousness  of  the  Pi  ess  did  not  over-balance:  its 
benefits-^he  had? added,  that  the  evi]  was  temporary,  but  the  good 
permanent.  Tbfe  had  been  left  out,  and  as  an  argument  in  favour 
of  his  own  recollection,  he  alluded  to  the  misrepresentation  as 
having  taken  place  in  one  publication  only,  out  of  twelve,  •  M;r. 
Caching  also  observed,  that  before  these  charges  had  been  brought 
jforward,  it  Hvoti Id  have  been  well  to  Have  weighed,  whether  thp 
evil  would  not 'surpass  the  good  that  could*  be  produced.  This  was 
bis  feeling,  and  he  would  not  conceal  it,  though  he  should  be 
inisreprese.ii tejd  .so 'for.  as  to  have  said,  that  the  transgressions  of 
"Fringes  <xught  tpJSp  pverlookei  If  the  day  should  €0016*,  when 
the  thanks  of  the  House  should  be  moved  to  the  accuser,  he  would 
oppose' the  motion,  and  he  trusted  he  would  find  many  to  join  him. 

Mr.  PoNsoNBY  said,  that  be.  would  trouble  the  House  with  but 
a  very  few  remarks;  lie  ^vas'the  more  encouraged  to  offer  them, 
as  the High t H pnou raty  e  G e, n t leman  had  abstained  from  all  per- 
sonality, and  set  an  example  of  such  fair  reasoning.—  (Hear  J 
Hear  ! ) — He  wondered  how  any-one  could  think  the  puJce  of 
York, not  guilty  of  connivance,  after  the  evidence  they  had  heard. 
The  J et.ter  upon  the  case  of  Tonyn  he  considered  indisputable ; 
if  they  did  not  agree  thatjie  was  guilty  of  corruption  himself,  yet 
they  tnust  admit  that  he  was  subject  to  an  influence  interfering 
wih  the  public  service.    The  transaction  with  KeHnet  was  one  of 
persona]  convenience  to  the  Commander  in  Chief.    It  was  men- 
tioned jn  T.the  letter  fiom  Mr.  Kennet>  that  if  he  obtained  the  si- 
tuation, he  would  be  able  to  procure  a  loan  for  the  Duke  of  Yoik; 
there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that  that  letter  was  laid  before 
tiiQ  Commander  in  Chief,  yet  they  did  not  find  that  a  communis 
jcatiop <was  discontinued  in  consequence  of  it.    The  Honourable 
;MeiT|ber;  wlio. spoke  last,  had  named  them  against  popularV  cla- 
mour j  .no  one^  agreed  more  than  he  did  in  the  opin-ion  that  pb- 
;pVilar  clamour  should  ba  guarded  against  ;  but  the  House  ought 
tp: consider,  that  this  case,  of  a'l  otitis,  the  educated  part  of  the 
cpimrnuiaity  was  .quaTifi.ed  to  decide    they  ought  to  consider  that 
the,y  had  sent,  authentic  copies  abroad,  and  that  the  educated 
part  of  t|ie  community  were  in  the.  habit  of  acting  as  Jurymen, 
and  #OMsequentiv  competent to  decide  upon  e\idence  ;  though 
they  ought  not  to  suffer  the  prejudices  of  the  community  to  in- 
t^rftre  with>  or  influence  their  opinions,  yet  their  just  judgments 
ought  to  be  respected    He,  thought  that  the  cas~e  was  fully 
proved,  and  that  they  could  upt  in  justice  decide jthat  the  Com- 
inandet  id  .Chief  was  not  .guilty, 

Strang-  *  wete  then  ovdesed  to  withdraw. 
.    The  House,  divided  on  Mr.  Bankes's  amendm  m\  ;  when  there 
ap  reared, 

Ayes  193- — -Noes  *29  i-— -Majority  95 
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Tl.c  House  then  divided  on  Sir.  Wardle's  Address,  -wbeu  then* 
a-f>  peaked, 

Avcs  123 

^oes  864 

Majority  241 

Mr.  Perciv^l"  then  mo-ted 

J*  That  'he  Hou«-e  should  decide*  on  his  second  Resolu  iar*  declaratory 
"  of  tilt  innocence  of  his  Royai  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  ,'r 

which  being  opposed,  and  a  debate  likely  to  take  pfoce,  he  pio. 
posed  to  adjourn  the  taking  it  into  conMdeiatio-n  tili  Fnday,  tin* 
17th,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  at  Half  past  Si*  o'Clocjk  the  HoW 
adjourned 

Friday,  March  17, 

Oa  the.  motion  of  Lord  Fulkstonjc,  the  adjourned  debase  was 

resumed 

The  Si*  taker  havmg,stated  the  question, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchlquui  intimated  his  wish,  if 
such  a  proceed  hi£  wet  e  consonant  to  the  feelings  of  the  IIoiw\  to 
withdVa  v  his  Resolution. 

Mr.  Ti-ERiJKY,'  however  unwilling  to  harass  the  House  by  an'y 
delay,  requested  that  the  Honourable  Geutfeman  would  explain 
the  motive  by  which  he  was  induced  to  make  such  a  proposition.  *  * 

Th<T Chancellor  ojf  the  Exchequer  replied,  that  as  Uie  laffc 
vote  of  the  House  was  decisive  upon  the  object  of  that  Resolution* 
he  could  not  peieeive  why  it  shoujd  not  be  withdrawn.  l 

Mr  TiERtf£Y  objected  to  the  resolution  being,  withdraws,  as  h% 
thought  the  mode  then  Intended  to  be  puiauedby  theRightHonoui- 
able  Gentle" trian  svould  be  that  of  puzzling  and  confouuding,  ra- 
tneVthah  making  clear  and  distinct,  the  principles  upon  which  the 
House'  wa<>  to  act.  In  a'rnattei  of  such  magnitude  it  was  right  thftt 
they  <*hrmld  have  a  defined  object  before  them.  For  his  pait  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  ^  mg,  that  although  he  did  and  must  admit 
that  foul  and  con  upt  practice*  hap!  pi  evaded,  vet  m  his  conscience, 
he  did  not  trunk  that  a  pei&onal  paihcipation  of  them  was  bi ought 
home  to  the  Rojal  Duke  The  character  of  his  Royal  Highness 
was  public  piopei  t\.  The  public  had  an  interest  m  being  satisfied 
that  the  chaiacter  of  an  individual  so  neai  the  thione  was  not 
tainted  w  ith  cot  i  uptron  If  {"he  i  c  v'erse  we1  e  pn  the  records  of  Par- 
liament a  Bill  of  Exclusion  ought  to  be  pa^ed  But  while  he  ac- 
quitted In*.  Ro\al  Highnes-s  of  coi  ruptron,  theie  weie  other  en  cam- 
stances  lemammg  which  would  lendet  the  deci-ion,  aye,x)r  noy 
on  the  geneial  and  coni])ieh(n^i\c  at«-u^atlon  to  which  hi**  RoNal 
Huhne^s  had  been  subjected,  p^tnf^l  m  theexcieme  His  Royal 
Hi^hnehS  was  a  mau  of  such  desci  .ptioo,  that  ever)  one  who  knew 

S  H  2  him 
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fhm'ffftist  be  ^nxlotw  that  what  wa«  done  that  might  be  injurious 
tolih  feelrap*,  «ihputd  b^  done  a§  enldh  a4*  possible,  but  there  wns 
another  dut*  wlheh  the  -Home  bad  to  pein^im,  to  take  eare  timt  no 
high  public  office  sfioyld  be  hlled  b\  a  yum*  to  Whom  suspicion 
c'euld  attach  ' 

ISy  the  eoimuwh'ch  the  flight  Fononrablt  Gtn*Lman  pieposedf 
the  floi^e  nt'ig!i,flndftHtt  iu  this  e\tiaoidi*»*i>  situation,  that  It 
would  be*be  oi'tj  plate  in  which  no  opmum  on  the  Duke  ofYmk'j 
eofiduet  had  been  e\nie**ed  lie  «iw  as  little  tue  §f  ive  of  public 
opinion  ai  a«v  man,  hut  he  had  sufficient  <=iwe  fin  the  publtc,  to 
beashimfed  to  >k  ft  in  the  face,  nt<If§§  son  e  decision  writ  adopted 
The  Addres*  proposed  by  the  Right  1  lor  mumble  Gentleman  was 
distinctly  an  Addte«  to  hw  Majesty,  to  eo«tinue  the  Duke  c-t  York 
in  Iiis  office  He  tiusted  that  the  House  would  not  a^rfg  too 
hastily  tosuc*h  a  proposition  Hi*  contended  that  tht  Duke  of 
York  had  been  decoyed  into  feodum  the  letter  which  he  had  sent 
fo  the  Sj^akei,  which  it  was  ahr o*t  In  evidence  had  been  the  pro*  • 
dnefion  of  the1  tablet,  and  |fte  fattet  pat  t  of  whuh  was  highly 
ceairiiable  Ahei  the  itfmotfledgment  in  that  letter,  Jt  kerned 
fo  huh  tnjpmsiMe  that  hu  RojaJ  Highness  eould  continue  m'ef* 
Hee  Ihe  tenoi  of  the  letter  was  unwoiihyjof  hn  Roygl  Htgh- 
neis's  feeling  and  manliness  »  it  went  pot  to  maintain  his  honour* 
but  to  pit^ene  his  emoluments,  and  he  was  sa&sfie^that  It  was 
Hot  the  voluntary*  eftusion  of  his-  Royal  Highnesses  owh  ^ind. 
The  lattet  part  of  it  Was  ^constitutional,  as  it  dented  the  right 
£ftheBo$so  to  enter  into  any^esammation  at  their  flar,  and  to 
60  me  to  any  continent  resolution  which  might  to  them  seem  *e*- 
patient,  ^itfiout  pioceeding  to  an  mijeachiflent.  An  impeach- 
ment was  fmjueuih  inconvenient  Thete  weie  many  puts  m 
ourhfatdr*  m  which  it  «eemed  directly  calculated  to  acquit  tb^ 
.individual  accused.  Brides,  the  Hou*e  were  not  fettered  by  ^riy 
f'whi,  they  mi',ht  §top  a*  shoit,  oi  go  as  fai  as  they  chose  Then 
e&ly-guid*  was  their,  $wn  sound  dncietion,  and  tbe^nteie^  of 
ihepeoj/le 

fUpeotifi'Hbai  h'e  o1sttnetlvaeq»titted  the  Duke  of  coifoption,  he 
lih^i veil, that  theiew^i^ochei  que^ior^blapoitit^  and  d^pi elated 
the  d$4?s'©n  to  which'i*  appeared  to  be  the*  Right  llonoui able  Cm* 
wnian's'intention  to'  foicethe  Hons?  The  ttou^e  of  Comnions 
wa^  a  Jut  s  whirh  voted, b>  a  inajout^  ,  but  it  mt^ht  so  happen, 
that  te'tht  mmont>  pa  such  a  subject  tbeie  might  be  numbers 
arid  mmk  Who  ought  AAt  to^l  put  into  the  disttesslna  situatfoh 
©rsbe^kiftg  tljiJii  naked  sertunents  01  the  character  of  the  Dn^o 
of  Yoik  He  avowed  that  h.s  Mojal  flighne§4  had  been guilfv  6f 
no  erJfjyplion,  Jnit'he  4ft1iid  the  ri^ht  of  the  l^i^hr  Honouiabte 
pen  ffmanso  sifthisheait,  ^nd  make  him  decla«e  whethei  m  not 
H  tftou  ht  aov  other  unpleasant  thin  jf  had  ocr uued  He  wot^ld 
go  &  fat  as  any  man  to  spa  e  the  feelings  ©f  h<»  Mai©*ty,  but  lie 
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must  dolus  duty,  ,  The  geneial  cha  acter  of  hi*  Koyal  Highness, 
the  kindness  and  conciliation  of  his  manners-— the  beneficial  regu- 
lations which  he  had  intioduced  in  the  ai  my— his  exact  attention 
to  business — all  combined  to  exhance\he  pain  with  which  he  said 
that  in  his. opinion  he  couFcl  noMemain  where  he  was.  The  man 
xwh'o should  devise  the  most  mild  method  of  conveying  this  opinion 
should;  have  his  support.  Such  a  declaration  ^as  due  fiom  the 
House;  to  their  constituents.  Theie  was  a  time  uhen  nothing 
could  have  made  him  moie  liappy  than  to  hear  that  the  Duke  of 
York  had  resigned,  such  a  step  would  have  been  without  imputa- 
tion, ancl^ot  without  a  precedent,  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne, 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Accounts  lepbrted  a  transaction,  by 
which  they  declaied,  that  the  Duke  of  Marlborough  had  unduly 
.put  jthree  thousand  pounds  in  bis  pocket/  On  the  House  of  Corn- 
'uions  determining  to^akeUiis  -natter'  into  consideration,  Her  Ma- 
jesty .in  Cojiricij  declaied,  that  being :'4rixjbu.s  the  investigation 
slxould  be  conducted  with  impartial ity,  s lie' resumed  all  the  Duke^s 
appointments.  The  Duke's  enemies  prevailed ;  put  his  friends 
Ij^d  tliis.  satisfaction,  .that'  np  Vote.recommending  his  dismissal  re- 
mained o^V^  t        "  * 

The  Right  llonoiirable  Gentleman  concluded  with  expressing 
his  wish,;  that  the,  Amendment  of  the  Resolution  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  Withdraw,  should  include 
>sometlung  to  this  effect,  That  there  were  yai  ious  othei  circum- 
stances and  tiansactions  disclosed  in  the  evidence^  respecting  t^e 
conduct  of  the  Duke  of  York,  upon  which  the  House  felt  if  expe- 
dient to  declare  an  opinion."  This  or  something  of  the  s^aUie  na-, 
tuie  he  desit  e<l  to  have  added  to  the  Resolution  relative  'to  persoMl 
corruption,  or  otherwise,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose'}*?; 
because,  without  some  such  security  for  a  proceeding  upon  the 
whole  of  the  case,  neither  the  House  nor  the  Country  could,  or 
ought  to  be  satisfied.    ?  .  ' 

Mr,  Bathuust  wished  the  Resolution  to  be  withdrawn,  for  the 
pnrpose  of  substituting,  not  the  Resolution  intended  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  but  one  more  expressive  of  the  sehse{of 
the  House  upon  the  conduct  generally  of  his  Royal  Highness,  in 
his  relative  situation  of  Commander  in  Chief,  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, he  ought  not  any  longer  to  till.  ' ' 

Mr.  Bariiam  could  not  bring  himself  to  think  that  immediate 
degradation  and  eternal  infamy  were  no  punishment ;  and  thought 
it  wrong  to  inflict  punishment  for  an  ambiguity,  apd  to  pronounce 
judgment  upon  an  altei  native.  All  that  the  House  had  to  say  was, 
that  thecharge  of  corruption  was  not  proved;  and  it  was  injustice 
to  the  Duke  of,  York  to  deprive  him  of  the  votes  of  those  who 
could  go  thus  far,  and  no  farther.  He  had  iather  kill  a  man  out- 
right, than  mercifully  inflict  a  lingering  death  \  he  had  rather  stab 
liim  in  open  dav,  than  insinuate  into  his  body  a  . poisoned  dagger. 

3  II  3  The 
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The  Duke  of  Yosk  might  be  Innocent  of  corruption,  and  yet  guilty 
of  misconduct:  it  was  impossible  to  dismiss  the  subject  without  a 
further  Resolution,  and  the  Adds  ess  would  form  the  subject  ©fa 
third  Resolution.  It  was  desireable  that  there  should  be  an  Ad- 
dress, in  order  to  relieve  the  anxiety  of  his  Majesty's  mind.  The 
Honourable  Member's  view  of  the  subject  would  be  better  ex- 
plained by  a  Resolution  which  however  he  should  not  ptoppse,  but 
merely  read  as  a  declaration  of  his  opinion.  It  stated  first,  that 
there  were  corrupt  practices  5  secondly,  that  the  Duke  of  York  did 
not  participate  in  or  connive  at  them*-,  and  thirdly,  that  he  had 
Ji'dwever  permitted  the  undue  influence  of  a  connection,  in  itself 
highly  immoral,  to  thelniury  of  the  S.rviceand  the  scandal  of  the 
Public. 

-  Lord  William  Russell  did  not  approve  of  the  line  of  conduct 
pursued  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  House  had 
gbue  into  a  full  investigation  of  the  charges  exhibited  against  the 
Duke  of York,  and  although  no  conuption  had  been  proved  against 
him,  yet  no  man  in  the  country  coutd  deny  that  abuses  existed  in 
the  army  department.  Some  of  the  good  old  piactices  of  Parlia- 
ment weie  getting  into  disuse:  formerly  it  was  the  custom  to  pro- 
pose, that,  pievmus  to  any  Vote  of  Supply,  that  House  should 
inquire  into  the  state  of  the  Nation,  and  redress  its  grievances. 
He  wished  that  if  that  good  old  custom  was  not  to  be  revived,  at 
least  that  its  principle  would,  in  the  present  instance,  be  applied  *, 
and  that  the  HoUse  would  think- "with  him,  that  the  speedily  re- 
medying the  gross  public'abuses  which  had  prevailed,  was  an  ob- 
jectthan -  which -'Hone  demanded  a  prior  in  vestigatiori. 

General  Ferguson -said*  that  he  should  have  abstained  from 
speaking  upon  the' subject  entirely,  if  it  were  not  a  question  so 
i^rttiniate'ly  connected  fwith  his  profession.  The  Honourable  Ge- 
tfg^t  proocfe^ed-^-.<*lt  has  given  me  the  greatest  satisfaction  to 
hear  ttia't  'the  army  has  been  in  such  a  'jstate  of  progressive  irn- 
^f6¥6m#tVt  since  bis  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  assumed  the 
Oiief  ::Cdrftmmd$  and  I  am  glad  to  be  enabled  to  bear  my  testi- 
siuiiiy  to  the  many  wise  and  salutary  regulations  which  have  been 
introditced  info  the  army  under  the  auspices  of  the  Commandei  in 
€Mvtt  '<T  slfalf,  at  ail  times/ have  great  pleasure  in  joining  in  all 
encomiums  paid  to  that  royal  peison  as  far  as  \  believe  such  enco- 
miums to  W  just  and  merited.  This  is  as  much  my  duty,  as  \t  is 
iriy  in  &  in&tioii,  for  I  am  among  the  many  who  have  reason  tofeq 
tHatikfurto  Royal' Highness  for  personal  &vours,  and;  for  more 
thai*  a \rtfe>fii$i_  |>ortion  of  his  com;ideratkm,  and  therefore  it  was 
M'ith  efeep  and  heartfelt  regret  that  1  was  compelled  to  think  of  him,, 
asl  Jm^stjiay^  thought,  when  I  voted  as  I  did  vote.  Bnt,  Sir,  all 
Sifich  c^si^eV^tiohs'my^i  necessarily  yreld  to.  that  imperious  sense 
of  t^illc  duty,  W^iiciift  in  this  place,  is  our  fmt  duty.  Deciding 
My'%'K$ve  'tihtikt .  so  opposite  to  my;  original  wishes,  and.  what  aidds. 
t^v  ii^greV  Vo  ^jrositc'to  the  sentiments  of  my  blotter  Officers, 
"**  "  1  have, 
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I  have,  however,  not  decided  hastily.  I  have  read  the  evidence 
with  care,  with  an  anxious  wish  to  come  at  the  truth,  lay  where  or 
against  xvbonr  it  may*  I  have  weighed  it  with  mature  deliberation 
— listened  to  the  long  and  various  commentaiies  upon  it  with  atten- 
tion, and  trust  I  may  now  venture  to  say,  that  I  ha\e  decided  with 
impartiality.  It  is  not  my  intention,  Sir,  to  offer  any  observatioo 
now  upon  that  evidence,  it  has  been  ah-eady  in  too  ahje  hands  to 
leave  any  thing  for  me  to  say,  but  the  impression  it  has  made  on  my 
mind  is,  that  the  Duke  of  Yc-ik  is  extremely  culpable.  Through- 
out the  coimtiy  a  cloud  of  suspicion  lias  been  collect  ing,  and  it  has 
settled  upon  his  chaiacter;  while  that  cloud  remains,  until  it  has 
been  dispelled,,  my  opinion  is,  that  it  is  not  for  the  honour  of  the 
Army,  that  the  Chief  Command  should  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  Duke  of  York." 

Lord  Henry  Petty  paid  a  high  complimeTU  to  the  manly  and 
honourable  manner  in  which  the  gallant  General  had  expressed  his 
sentiments.      ■     •  ~ 

The  Chancellor  of  thelBxCHEQUEit  read  a  Resolution,-  which 
it  was  his  intention  to  move  upon  the  evidence  which  had  been 
taken,  and  which  was  to  the  following  effect:- — 

M  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House,  after  the  fullest  and  most  attentive 
i(:  investigation  of  the  evidence  reported  by  the  Committee  bf'the  whole 
*'  Hqytse,  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Conduct  of  his  R  oyal  Highness  the 
*'  Puke  of  Yor,':,  that  there  is  no  ground  for  changing  him;  in  theexecu^ 
"  tion,  of  his  ©ffice  of  Commander  in  Chief,- wUh  personal  corruption,  as 

alledged  in  the  said  evidence,  or  any  connivance  in  the  corrupt  and  in- 
*'  famous  practices  therein  exposed." 

The  Right  Honourable  Oentleman  did  not  think  that  fhe  fore- 
going Resolutions  >u Id  be  objected  to  by  any  man' who,  perused  .the 
evidence  y  but  if  any  Honourable  Member  was  of  a  contrary  opi- 
rti.in,  yet  Mi U  lie  would  press  it  in  that  shape,  rather  than  adopt 
any:amendment  to;  procure  unanimity.    Such  Gentlemen  as  might 
suppose  the  words  of  it  to  acquit  his  Royal  Highness  of  holding  con- 
versation* and  correspondence  with  Mrs.  Clarke  upon  the  subject 
of  military  promotion?,  he  could  hot  naturally  expect  to  vote  with 
him.    lig-him&elf,  however,  thought  that  he  did  not  discharge  .Us 
ditty  to  the  Country,  and  to  the  Rova]  Duke,  without  making  the 
pfesen  Amotion,  which  was  expressive  of  his  6\vtf  feelings. upon  the 
subject,- after  the  most  careful  attention  to'th^eyidence;"  He  slated 
frtfaVlhe  be^pfiin^,  that  improper  ^ra^isaclio'fts  had(  j^ken^pjiaQe, 
amThe;  w^s%tixious  that  the  House  should  $otice-tnp 
wa3- ttertahv  that  there  exisjted  no  grounds,  for  as'eribi&g  fheqa  to  the 
Tteke  ot  Yofrk1*,  arid  as  suspicion  alone exisieil  in  th&'m  kid's  Qf  some 
Geii^em^n;  he  coultf  not  thirik  it  a'siffibiettt  grofctfd  for  removing 
hbi;from  an  office  which  he  had  held  for  sixteen  Jea^'wi&K 
ixAiM  hbiiour  to  himMfi' "and  advantage  .to  .  the  ang$  aiid '  tfec 
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couriifj.  ^^e.r^0^xifxf^^^^k m ty  went  tt>-;atfc[Qit ne wit m+ 
and  was.  fey  nayniea^is, i n|^3reanfe(  entrap  the  llcmse^  ihto  a-vote 
wfjifjrh  A\^i4(Ti?i|y'i|3^  ^na/lnVpf'dper  -practices  had!  t^etrplaoes 
When'  the  vr&alution^'shpuld  be  earned,  Oentleinfeft  \&)uld>ha#.$ 
a!n^ler"pppQrtunity  for  proposing  any  alteration  thej^  frii gbt  wish 
in  the -Address  which  should  follow.' 
*  Tfie'^SpEAKER  then  prrt  the 'Resolution,  and 

Mr.  L.yttleton  said,-  he  would  give  the  Resolution  his  most 
decided  opposition.  He  insisted  that  such  a  Resolution  ought  hot 
to  be-  proposed,,  and  if  the  House  adopiod  it,  they  would  abandon 
one  of  their  most  important  privileges.  It. was  a  matter  of  mere 
discretion  with/the  Commons,  whether  they  should  permit  any 
.Rubtic  Officer  to  hold  his,  situation"  or  not,  without  being  bound 
to  state  any,  specific  acf;o£  misconduct ,  as  a  xeason  for  retnoving 
him  f»_ot»4his  eiap-fpyn^pt??  -He'  coincided  irr  the  sentifrient^  tfeat 
had  been  expressed,  respecting  the  chai  atter  of  Princes^ that  item* 
character  .was.  public  property^  that  it  was  the  character  of  -live 
nation.  True,  it  was. so. 7  The  glory  which  they  acquired  reflected 
Upon  ns'j  but  wheuevef  they  dishonoured  themselves,'  did  hot  their 
disgrace  ledound  upon  lis  also  ?  Such  must  be  the  feeling  of  every 
man  with  a  drop  of  British  blood  in  his  veins  Thinking  thus,'  he 
would  rather  have  been  seated  the  necessity  of  making  the  deciaia- 
tion  he  would  now  make,  it  was  this,  that  the  charges  against  the 
Duke  of  York  were'fulty  proved,— proved  not  perhaps  in 'sti  ictne^ 
of  law;  but  sufficiently  proved  to  satisfy  the  conscience  and  uh- 
derstafiduvg  of  any  plain,  honourable  man.  The  evidence,  if  nut 
as-good  as  couid  be  wished —if  not  the  very  best,  was  vet  the  best 
that  the  natuie  of.  the  transactions  would  admit.  It  was  'besides 
corroborated  In  other  evidence,  and  by  evidence  of  that  kind, 
which,  ne.xt  to  the  confession  of  the  person  accused,  was  reckoned 
the  best  evidence  he  meant  the  writing  of  the  Duke  of  Y01  k.  To 
that  evidence  lie  could  pot  refuse  bis' assent.  Combining  all  its 
paits- — seeing  how  they  Supported  and  confirmed :each  other,  it 
carried  con) plete  conviction  to  his  mind.  It  might  be  true,  in- 
deed, that  the  Duke  had  rendered  very  important  set  vices  to  the 
army,  but  that  was  only  his  duty,  and  h\>  defence  to  acts; of  mis- 
conchict."  Our'ancestoss  ahvavs  enfe'itajned  a  just  jealousy  of  the 
influence  pf  the  Crown,  and  the  conduct  of  Public  Officers,  and 
it  became  us  to  do  the  same,  notwithstanding  the 'iVisinualions 
which  had  been  made  against  those  who  atteinpfed  ifc,  as  if  they 
were  actuated  by  Jacobinical  principles,  and  endeavouring  to  over- 
turn the  family  of  Brunswick.  -   '  <■ 

In  mentioning  the  'practice  of  oiir  ancestors,  he  hopechhe  should 
not  be  .coiribated  by-  a  Iligh!  Honourable  Secretary  of  State,  in  the 
saVie  mariner5  in  which  a  Noble  Lord  had  been  treated  on  a  former 
Evening'.  ■»  That  Vas* a  topic  oh  which  'the  Right  H-oriourable  Se- 
cretary would  have  a  considerable  advantage,  as  it  would. he ; a 

difficult 
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difficult  matter  to  collect  any  ohscure  anecdote  relating;  to  bis  an- 
pzrtom*.  H«;  was  ext*ejweiyv  sprr^  that  the  Duke  of  Yor^k  had  given 
srasoQ  to  suspect  his  character,  and  prevent  its  being  handed  down 
-untainted  to  posterity,  bat  truths  could  not  be  perverted  or  dis- 
guM  '^be  people  imperiously  called  upoft  the  House  for  justice, 
ami  be  trusted  it  would  be  done,  that  they  might  not  complain  of 
being  abandonee}  by  their  Representatives,  or  suspect  their  inte* 
giity.  Tlie  House  ought  ro  convince  the  people,  in  the  language 
of  scripture,,  that  it  was  no  respecter  of  persons. 

Sir  T,  TufrroN.rpse  to  make  some  observations  on  the  resolution 
now  before  the  House.  He  feared  that  if  it  were  adopted  the  peo- 
ple would  say  that  the  House-of  Commons  had  done  nothing,  and 
"would  do  nothing.  He  had  occasion  to  know  a  good  deal  of  the 
opinions,  of  the  middle  classes  of  society*  and  he  feared  that  such 
•would be  their  sentiments.  -For  his  part  he  would  state  in  the  pre- 
sence of  God,  ,and  before  his  country,  that  hejbelieved  his  Royal 
Highness  knew.of  the  transactions  which  had  appeared  in  evideuce. 
It  was  wi  th  pain  that  he  said  so  $  but  he  thought  the  situation  of 
the  country  at  the  present  moment  required  that  justice  should  be 
da®e~~fiat  jmtltia  ruat  cesium.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to  de- 
clare his  conviction  that  his  Royal  Highness  had  not  participated 
in  the.gaitis,.  that* he  bad  put  nothing  into  his  own  pocket  5  but  he 
cxmJd  ^  acquit  him  of  the  charge  of  knowingly  permitting,  these 
transactions  to  go  on.  On  these  grounds  he  feit  it  his  painful  duty 
to  move  an  amendment  t<?  the  Resolution  of  the  Right  Honourable 
the  Chancellor  of.  the  Exchequer,  to  the  following  effect : 

That  the  eVi  'erice  repeated  to  the  House  dofes  afford  grounds  of  charging 
<f  his  Royal' Highness  with  knowledge  of  the  corrupt  practices  that  had 
"  bseii  disclosed  at  the  Bar." 

This* amendment  wasseeonded  by  Mr.  Brand. 

3SIr.  HiimEKT  acquitted  the  Duke  of  York  of  all  participation 
or  personal  corruption.  He  thought  that*  there  were  not  sufficient 
grounds  of  charge;  but  he,  could  not  go  the  length  of  saying  that 
there  were  no  grounds. 

IVTr.  Brand  observed,  that  the  House  was  come  to  the  situation 
when  it  must  say  aye  ov  wo— guilty  or' not  guilty;  andjie  must  dp 
bis  duty  to  his  country.  He  had  been  tali  that  this  evidence  was 
that  of  an  accomplice.  The  passion  of  revenge  might  be  »trorf'g; 
but  it  could  not  be  stronger  than  the  desire  of  self-existence  in  a 
kind's  evidence^  The  Right  Honourable  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  no  objection,  while  at  the  Bar,  to  pi  ess  for  conviction 
solely  on  king's  evidence.  In  the.  case  of  the-  murder  of  Mr. 
Steele* 'the  persons  accused  were  convicted  and  executed  on  the 
'evidence  ofmn  accomplice,  corroborated  by  some  vague  words 
heai  A  bv' a  .Bow.  Street  Officer.  "Mis.  Claike  was  corroborated  by 
a ■  clear  and  unimpeachable  witness.  The  trial  by  Jury  was  a  con- 
stant 
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iifM'^Wtp  mt^opWot  tins  country;  and  they  woulcl  feel  ti\a£ 
Oh  ^uch  evidence  ^as'ihis'a'Juuv  would  convict.  He  was  soil\  the 
^ni^ndment  hadbe^n'moVed*  as  he  would  have  been  better « s^- 
tisfi edr with  a  direct  He^at iv e^   ,  ^ 

,c  Mi\  MA^ttfs"St;'»,i*QN  Jex pressed  his '  astonishment  at  the 
arhendrneht  prriposed  b\  the  Ilonoiiroble  Baionet,  since  it  went 
tci  fiigfna'tjze,  generally, /the  chajfctei  of  hislioxdl  Hi«hne?s  and 
did  not  f) oiht out Yo  what  definite  patt  of  bis 'conduct  it  refei led, 
This  general  charge,  tod,  was  founded  on  testimony  of  the  loosest' 
riatuie,  and  he  frlust  say?T  that  if  greater  latitude  of  examination 
wag  given  in  tihat  House  than  in  a  Couit  of  Law,  jet  here  & 
stricter  scrutiny  rntb  tjie  character  of  the  witnesses  was  lequisite. 
Far  Bispaft  he  could  say  most  conscientiously,  that,  rn  his  mit  d, 
tfe'eie  existed  no  gi oil tid  of  belief,  either  of  partJcipaiion,  conn'-* 
vanceY  of  knowledge,  on  the  pait  of  his  Royal  Highness.    He  was 
perfectly  aware  that  the  public1  mi'ud  was  stionglv  inteiested  ui- 
the  decision  of  the  House  $  but  bebeheved,  that  the  Public  weie 
prepared  to  adopt  that  decision  which  he  tinted  the  House  would- 
come  to,  if  properly,  distinctly,  and  fairly  laid  befoie  them. 
\  MW  PtJLt'ER  thought  it  his  dutvtosay  a  few  woids  'on  ihe 
question,  particularly  on  account  of  the  violence  which  had  been1 
Wed  on  thib  occasion  towards  him,  arid  the  sort  o£  manner  in 
which  he  hacl  been  treated  by  letters  which,  had  beeh  se'at  him» 
calling  him  i*  black  fyeatte'd  fellow!    (A  fau^h  J    When  this  in- 
quiry begarl?  the  interest  of  the  public  did  not  seem  so  'sfrongfy 'ex- 
cited, arid  theft  ihp  Gentlemen  opposite  had  disclaimed  all  parti* 
c^pa^ion  in  the  business.  '  On,e  of  those  Honourable  Gentlemen 
Itad  almost  knock     fiim  'down 'for  hintirg 'that  jfre  had^ny  con- 
cern with  the  matter.*'  (A  laugh  )    But  wjieri  "the  popolar  jcla-^ 
xnour  began  to  run  high  then  these,  j>er*Ie'men  joinecf  it,  and  en- 
deavbtii-ed  to  ciy  down  a  man  who  had  done  so  mucti  good  to  tfye 
a(rmy  anti'the  &>ttntr\.J  They  lafsed  a  damply  ab^ul'tjie  Mn^te 
ease  of  Samuel  Carter,  ^ hen  it  wras  WH'kwbwn  that  Imcjei  Yoimen 
^ornmaridefs4  in  Chief'butchers  and  ba^eis,  and  these  sdi  t  of  peo^ 
pie,  got  commissions  for  their  ons  and  other  t  claims'  'The-y'afc 
tempfed  to  destioy  the  lhotioui  of  the  Du^e  of  Voijc,  which*  was 
$eaiertp\him  than  life,  and  to  send  him  awa^  with  a  n^rpoon 
stuck  in  frin,  as  it  were',  on  the  evidence  of  <*ucr\a  bem<,  as  !V£rV 
-Clarke    They  had  talked  about  a  dissoiu  i  n — why,  it  was  not  the 
xi tsvolution  at  the  last  da)  ,  if  theie  was  a  -'issolution  of  Pai  1  lament* 
Ife  dm  not  feat  but  his  coLSliruent^  would  again  elect  him  He 
'thought  the  House  ou»ht  to  take  notice  of  the  insyjts  he  had  re* 
ceived — if  <-uch  insults  were  thfown  out  to  Members  of  PailiV 
^illent,  it  should  be  made  a  riuklenuvnoui  ;  and  those  who  did  not 
like  England,  d-mn  'em,  oin>ht  to  Ie^ve  it     (Loud  Icmghmp  J 
'  'the  Honourable  Membei  said,  lie  had  to  apologise  ,for  the  last 
*phrase'  be  had  used,  but  it  was  a  public  toa-t,  and  was,  So  full  in 
'his  mind,  he  could  not  help  asm  "it.— -(  More  taugJizng.J 
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Mr  Bankes  complained  of  -the  situajriqn  in  whicli^e  and  pther;,$ 
were  placed  by  the  amendment  of the  Honourable  Barmict  ,  (Sir  'F? 
Turtoii).---He  could  not  concur  iri  that  amendment,  because  'it 
w<mt  to  a  complete  affirmation  of  the  corruption.— He,  could noif 
concur  in  the  Resolution,  because  it  went  to  dcqivit  tli^,Duke  of 
York  completely  of  connivance/.; '  The  Honourable  (Gent]eman 
then  proceeded  to  mark  the  distinction  between/  personal  con  up? 
tion  and  connivance.  He  allowed  that  conn  iVahc.e/ was  a  corrup- 
tion, but  then  it  was  much  less  in  degiee  than  wilful  and  delibe- 
rate corruption.  He  v/as  ready  to  acquit  his  Royal  Highness  of 
personal  corruption  and  participation  in  coriuptio.u ;  but  of  that 
connivance  which  had  been  defined  by.  Dr..  Johnson  as  corrupt  ig- 
norance; as  a  voluntary  blindness,  he  coutd  riot  acqqit  him".  .  It 
was  dangerous  in  morals  to  confound  virtue  and  vice.  It  was 
equally  dangerous  in  political  matters  to  destroy  the  gradations  of 
vices.  •  If  the  Resolution  m<  ant. that  there  was, no  ground  for  any 
farther  judicial  proceedings  in  the  House,  he  agreed  in  it  per.- 
fectly^so  far;  but  did  it  mean  to  say  that  there  were  no  grounds 
for  any  further  proceedings  in  the  House  ?  He  again  complained 
of  the  amendment,  which  prevented  him,  and  those  who  thought 
with  him,  from  proposing  an  alteration  in  the  Resolution  which 
might  suit  their  ideas.  His  great  objection  was  to  the  acquittal  on 
the  point  of  connivance.  In  the  situation  in  which  lie  was  unfor- 
tunately placed,  he  could  vote  neither  for  the  Resolution  nor  the 
Amendment  He  wished,  theiefore,  the  Honourable  Baronet 
wpuld  withdraw  his  Amendment,  as  a  direct  negative  of  the  Re- 
solution, would aijswer  his  puipose  equally  well. 

Sir  T  TyriTON  refusing  to  withdiaw  fits  Amendment.  [The 
cries  for  the  question  again  began,  and  continued  forseveral  minutes.] 

Lord  Henry  Petty  then  rose,  and  in  a  >ery  animated  tone 
observed,  that,  in  the  present  tempered  disposition  of  the  House, 
it  was  impossible  to  come  to  any  rational  conclusion,  and  there* 
fore  be  thought  it  his  duty  to  mo\e,  that  the  HoAse  do  now  ad- 
journ. {Loud  cries  of  lit  ar  J  hear  /  J  'Th  is  motion  the  Noble 
-Lord  then  handed  up  to  the  Speaker. 

The  Speaker  holding  the  motion  for  adjournment  in  his  hand, 
remarked,  that,  in  the  pie>ent  temper  of  the  Hou^e.  it. was  im- 
possible to  come  to  any  decision,  either  with  respect  to  the  Motion 
of  adjournment,  or  any  other.  (A  c/y  of  Chair  !  Chair  I J  He 
requested  tho  House  to  consult/ their  own  dignity,  and  to  ieturn  to 
that  silence  and  deco:  u:n  that  might  enable  them  to  come  to  some 
rational  conclusion.  He  then  stated  the  oi  iginal  .motion,  the 
.amendment  that  had  been  ma.deor.it,  and  the  motkm  now  put 
in, to  his  hand  tor  adjournment,  and  was  pioceeding  to  put  the 
'(question  on  the  motion  of  adjournment,  when 

Mr.  Perceval  hoped  that  the  Noble  Lord  would  not  press  his 
motion,  which  he  supposed  to  intend  metels  to  biing  the  House 
to  a  consideration  of  the  pjopriety  uf  finishing  .Ah  is  grave,  .andjji- 

'  tigaTng 
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%umg  bashmss  with  the  same  patience  aild  attentibn  wfftcii  the 
House  baa:!':hW.e^i6'e^Kil)fte'4.  *Fbeir  rnt^atience,  ate  s«ch  a 
|on&wvestigattori>  was  not  surprising;  but  was  it  necessary  for 
jiim  to  remind  the  House  of  What  was  due  to  its  own  dignity  *  Me 
Jio&$  rhe  Soused  woqldlhot  give  reason  to  think  that  this  investiga- 
tion, which  had  been  hitherto  conducted  in  so  serious  and  digni- 
fied a  inanher,  'had 'ended  in  confusion.  The'  most  important  part 
of  the  questTsa  was  now  under  agitation ;  and  it  would  not  close 
with  that  credit  to  the  House  which  it  Wits  desirable  to  secure,  uh- 
less  they  paid  that  attention  which  would  induce  the  Nob'ie  Lord 
to  withdraw  his  motion,. 

Lord  H.  Petty  said  that  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had 
clearly  stated  his  object  ->  and  if  the  House  was  disposed  to  attend, 
he  would  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  Whitehead  observed,  that  they  ought  to  have  some  per- 
sonal respect  to  the  feelings  of  the  Speaker,  whose  patience  and 
unwearied  attention  had  been  so  exemplary  during  the  whole  of 
this  enquiry,  and  not  unnecessarily  add  to  his  fatigues,  which  had 
little  need  to  be  encreased. 

Lord  H.  Petty  regretted  the  distressing  situation  tb  which  the 
House  seemed  at  present  to  be  reduced,  anxious  as  he  was  that 
their  proceedings  should  terminate  in  an  acquittal  of  his  Royal 
Highness.  Neither  the  Resolution  nor  Amendment,  he  thought, 
would  singly  have  that  effect.  That  part  of  the  original  motion 
that  acquitted  his  Royal  Highness  of  personal  corruption,  he  was 
willing  and  ready  to  accede  to ;  but  aWbe  same  time  he  could  not 
in  his^conscience  say  that  his  Royal  Highness  was  innocent  of 
all  conni  vance  or  knowledge  of  those  practices  that* had  been  fi% 
proved  to  exist.  There  could  not,  he  thought,  be  a  man  in  the 
House  who  would  not  willingly*  on  principles  consistent  withliis- 
conscience,  acquit  his  RoyaV  Highness  With  respect  to  the  gra- 
titude due  to  the  "Royal  Family,  therecould  be  but  one_opmioti— • 
a  Family,  endeared  to  this  Country  by  the  recoltection  of  every 
thin<>  connected^ ith  its  liberty.  He*  regretted  that  the  maimer 
in  which  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had  couched  his  propo- 
sition, nor  only  prevented  him  from  assenting,  but  mast  oblige  him 
$o  give  it  his  decided  negative. 

Much  had  been  savt  by  the  Gentlemen  opposite  of  the  tw- 
cfissitv  of  their  giving  an  opinion  as  a  judicial  body,  but  they 
wereVnot  a  judicial  body,  nor  could  they  as  such  bring 
the  question  'to  a  decision.  He  was  astonished,  therefore,  to 
We  heard  such  expressions  from  Geiuieraen,'  paiticularljr  of 
profession,  who  ouuht  to  have  been  belter  acq  tainted 
^h  the  constitution  of  that  House,  than  to  suppose  that  ihev 
were  obiiged  to  come  to.any  formal  verdict,  if  be- was  guilty  of 
an  eeror  in  this  observation,  it  was  an  en  or  pioceedmg  from  the 
institution  of  the  countiy,  as  the  law  had  proved  nothing  on  this 
Hhi^t  either  to  regulate  or  inforce  their  opinions,  tie  bad 
m&u*  ^     -  a  brought 
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hi  ought  will?  him  all  the  feelings  of  a  Judge  abd  Jury  man,  into  the 
.House ,  biit  after  hi}  be  found  'flat  he  would  act'only  as  aMe'nW 
at  Pailiaincnt  f  If  tar  ?  hear  'J  m  piotesting  the  public,  and  in 
cndeavouji mg  ,to  iedies^  then  giievances.  It  was  on  this  ground 
lie  ^should be  obbged  to  negative  the  Right  Honourable  Gentle- 
man's piopositidn.  Ta\ing  his  *. and  on  bis"  heart,"  he  could  not 
say"  tbat  the  Duke  uas  innocent  of  all  knowledge  of  the  transactions 
charged  against  him.  The  evidence  received  at  the  Bar,'  whenever 
it'appeaifd,  from  its  nature,  capable  of  heing  confirmed  by  docu- 
ments,*,had  been  so  conoboiated  by  documents'  of  the  most  un- 
questionable natuie.  The  defence  made  of  the  Duke  by  the 
Right  Honourable  Gentleman  had,  in  some  instances  proved  the 
weakness  of  J^is  cause,  and  had  certainly  been  of  more  prejudice 
than  advantage  to  it.  The  note  respecting  Tonyn's  case,  and  Miss 
Taylor's  evidence,  had  been  supposed  to'be  the  effect  of  conspiracy, 
•and  the  work  and  contrivance  of  some  superior  Heads  •  and  )er, 
granting  them  to  be  true,  it  had  been  argued  W  if  they  did  not  at 
all  affect  his  Roj^l  Iliglnu'oS.  This  was  ail  inconsistency  Which  he 
*could  not  pass  unnoticed,  though  the  evidence  m  those  cases  ap- 
peared to  him  to  have  been  uncontioverted 

His  Tiordship  declaied  himself  lo  be  one  of  fhose-who  took  a  dis- 
tinction between  "the  diffeient  degrees  of  toTuiprion.  *  It  appeared 
to  him  contraiy  to  common  sense  to  say,  that  ccfnuptloii  and  con- 
nivance meant  exactly  the  same  thing — fcs*  much 'as  it  v>as  contiary 
to  common  sense  to  say,  that  a  cool  and  deliberate  connivance  was 
equally  criminal  with  a  «ort  of  volunUn  bltn'dne-s,  or  negligence. 
But  in  vjnch  ever  of  these 'decrees  which  his  Royal  Highness  was 
pronounced  to  be  giiilty^it  w'oukl  be  sufficient  to  reader  his  lemoval 
necessary.  Having  this  opinion^,  how  could  lie  connect  the  charge 
of  connivance,  for  which  there  was  some  eudeii£e,  with'  that  of 
gross  personal  corruption  and  participation,  for  which  theie  was 
no  proof  at  alP — In  the  words  of  an  eutertaming  I'oer, 

You  gulp  yqui  reasons  whcle  rm^  m  a  lump, 
Aud'comc  to  sjiort  conclusions  !,•>  a  jump 

This  Resolution  icq  10  anouier  me  erTectof  which  would-be*  lo 
jContmue  the.  P,uke  of  Yoik  in  his  situation,  though  he  suflet£d 
ibese  things  to  pass  befoie  his  e\es.  In  the  case  of  Dr.  O'Meaia, 
lfc^as  scarcelj  possible  for  the  Duke  of  Yo*k  to  imagine  th#t  Mrs 
Xlarkgjintftresied  heiself  so  much  m  his  favour  purely  fiom  affection. 
In  trie  case  qf  General  Claveung,  the  same  remaik  was  applicabfe. 
If  tberDii%of^Yo1k  reflected  at  all,  he  must  have  connived,  a&l 
it  was  extn^gely  difficult  to  conceive  how  he  could  have  avoided  Jr. 
He  adnnd^o./  however,  that  all  this,  m  a  great  me'asme,  might 
be  blindness,  huf  he  could  not  vote  that  theie  weie  grounds 
for  feelieyjt^.hifi  Itr.yal  Highness  guilty  of  connfcaiiee  in  any  ^euse 
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%pi\ty!*fttif®>' f] ITM-tfee*K;<esohrti6D ^merely  asserted  tnat  there  were 
fiti  gV^u'Ms  ■f^t{ :tothW ^uclicial '  proceeding,  Me  would  have  con- 
curred ii\  it,  for  he  was  not  prepared  to  vote  for  an  impeachment. 
He  Walsotry  to  say  the  Resolntion  did  not  do  this,  notwithstanding 
the  rnany  alterations  \vhich  the  Bight  Honourable  Gentleman  had 
niade  in  it  since  he  first  proposed  it— not,  certainly,  with  the  mean 
intention  of  catching  straggling  votes,  but  on  account  of  variation 
iii  his  own  opinions  ! 

The  Resolution  of  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  was  equi- 
■^pcal,  and  he  could  hot  vote  for  any  Resolution  on  this  occasion, 
of  which  the  meaning  was  equivocal,  from  the  effects  which  a 
Want  of  caution  in  'this  respect  had  already  produced,  the  House 
ought  to  be  on  i\s  guard.  It  was  of  essential  importance,  that  the 
public  should  exactly  understand  what'  were  the  opinions  of  the 
Members  of  the  House.  His  Lordship  observed  further,  that  if 
after. a  Resolution  of  acquittal 'of  this  kind  the  Chancellor  of  the 
EkcTieqUef^o'ufci;  propose  his  Address,  he,  would  be  doing  the 
•greatest  injury  to  his  Royal  Highness  that  could  possibly  be  con- 
ceived. You  first  voted,  that  he.  had  been  unjustly  accused  of 
corruption,  and  connivance  at,  corruption,  and  then  as  a  solecism 
fqr  this  u'njust  accusation  you  sent  him  to  his  Father  With  a  lecture 
©n  morality,  with  which  the  House  had  nothing  to  do,  except  in 
as  far  as  his  want  of  morality  was  connected  with  the  duties  of  his 
j^ublig  situation,  lie  admitted  the  -immense  importance  of  the 
n^oral  dutie^— but  of  all  tribunals  to  censure  or  punish  the  breach 
of  such  duties,  that  House  was  most  unfit.  The  Noble  Lord  con- 
Cihdec!  $y  sfaiiiig,  that  he  con  id  rio\  satisfactorily  vote  for  either 
''tijjb  Resolution  or  the  Amendment,  as,  on  the  one  hand,  he  did 
"hot  see  complete  ground  for  implicating  the  Duke  of  York  in  the 
qliarge  of  corruption  .and  connivance;  hor  did  he  see  that  there 
was  no  ground  for  supposing,  him  guilty  of  connivance.  It  was  His 
opinion,  however,  that  his  Royal  'Highness  had  done  much  for 
the  army,  by  the  several  regulations  and  improvements  that  had 
been  introduced  during  his^#>mmandj  but  considerations,  both 
moral  and  political,  reiide¥ed  it  necessary,  in  the  present  ckcum- 
Starrees,  that  he  should  withdraw  from*  this  important  oilce. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  "explained,  in  answei  to 
'fee  observations of  the  Noble  Lord  The  ground  of  the  Re&olu- 
"tion  which  he  had  to  move  seemed  to  be  in  a  »ieat  measiiio4n>is- 
underkood.  It  would  still  be  open  to  Gent'emen  to  iefuse1  their 
'assent  to  any  motion  expressive  of  a  wish  that  the  Duke"ofYoih 
^should  remain  in  office.  The  opinion  he  was  anxious  should  no  v 
expressed,  was  not  only  that  there  was  no  giountt  foi  charging 
-Ibis  koyal  Highness  with  personal  corrupi ion,  or  participation  in 
'the  corrupt  practices  complained  of,  but  that  theic  was- 'no  joom 
evepjto  suspect  the  existence  of  any  connivance*  at,  or  kwwledgt: 
of,  thgse  corrupt  practices.  Indeed,  in  his  mind,  ttu/lattei  char:,> 


mmld- a*gne  as  much,  o,r  mgre,  bareness  and  corrupt  fop.  than  the 
former;  xibr  would  the  Duke  .of  York  have  reason  to  thaiik  the 
House  ibr  acquitting  him  of  personal  corruption*  if  they  .did  pot, 
afc. the  same  time,  clear  him  of  the  more  damning  charge  of  crimi- 
lia]  connivance  at  such  corrupt  practices.  Neither  from  the  doci  -  • 
men:si  nor  from  the  evidence  produced  at  the  Bar,  could  be  de- 
duced the  slightest  ground,  fot  convicting  him  of  either.  II is 
Royal  Highness  must  therefore  be  acquitted  of  all  crimes,  and  of 
any  criminal  connivance  at  them.  As  to  his  further  .wishes,  he 
should  not  disguise  his  anxiety  to  see  the  Duke  of  Yoik  continued 
in  the  situation  of  the  (Commander  in  Chief,  and  enabled  toptu* 
sue  the  services  wjaichf  he  had  rendered  to  the  country  in  tf^at 
capacity,  tie  should  again  repeat,  thnt  by  voting  tor  his.Resplutjo-n 
no  Gentleman  would  be  bound  to  vote  for  the  Addiess,  which  he 
in%!\t  deem  it  hb  duty  subsequently  to  move.  {  ^ 

Mr.  W.ttiTJJiiEAD  rose,  amidst  a  loud  ..and  general  cry  of 
(Question,  Question  lieshovijd  not,  he  said,  detail  the  House 
for  any  time,  seeing  their  impatience  to  close  the  discussion  }  but 
he  must  beg  leave  to  remind  them,  that  the  Rigbt  Honourably 
Gentleman  was  now  endeavouring  to  involve  and  confound  two 
questions,,  that  of  personal  corruption,  and  connivance  at  corrupt 
practices,  which  stood  separate  before.  This  he  conceived  to  be 
an  unfair  proceeding ;  tor,  after  all  that  had  passed  \  after  all  that 
had  been  heard,  and  proved  at  the  Bar,  by  the  conclusion  of  the 
business,  it  was  intended  to  insinuate  that  the' Duke  of  York  ought 
atiU  to  continue  in  office. 

Doubts  had  been  expressed  respecting  the  degree  of  praise  to 
which  the  Honourable  Mover  of  the  present  question  was  entitled. 
Ho  had  never  said  that  his  Honourable  Friend  was  likely  to  receive 
a  formal  Vqte  of  Thanks  from  that  House,  for  the  services,  which 
his  late  independent  and  manly  conduct  was  calculated  to  render ; 
but  suie  he  was.  that  the  exertions  of  his  Honourable  Friend  would 
earry  with  them  the  cordial  and  undivided  thank?  of  the  Nation. 

He  here  contracted  the  character,  the  conduct,  and  the  fortunes 
of  the  Duke  of  York,  with  those  of  the  G  reat  Duke  of  Marlborough, 
and  asked  if  that  able  and  successful  General  had  not  been  dis- 
missed on  charges  not  more  grave. 

But  there  was  a  very  strange  circumstance  had  come  to  his  ears, 
with  which  he  felt  it  incumbent  on  him  to  acquaint  the  House,  and 
that  was,  that  >yi thin  these  rev/  days  a  meeting. had  taken  place  of 
Gen  crab  Officers,  at  which  meeting  it  was  proposed  to  address  the 
Duke  of  York,  on  the  present  occasion,  and  to  assure  his  Royal 
Highness;  of  their  gratitude  and  attachment.  To  what  could  the 
proceedings  of  such  a.  meeting  lead  ?  if  a  number  of  General  Offi- 
cers were  allowed  thus  to  hold  meetings  and  deliberate,  why  might 
not  common  soldiers  imitate  their  proceedings,  and  sit  in  delibera- 
tion also?  Was  this  a  circumstance  to  be  overlooked  by  the  House  ? 
Was  it  not  oue  of  the  most  dangerous  tendency  ?  'Was  it  not  an 
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.atlfcjnpkljn  ?recj  an  vnpcnujn  in  impena  to  nrterfci e  in  the  <?eliber«- 
tive  piqeecdings  of  that  House,  and  to  answer  its  aigimieiits  by 
fi>ed  bi'» ojgiets  He  tjii-ted  it  would  be  sufficient  thus*  to  have 
warded  the  House  of  the  existence  of  ^uch  a  meeting.  The. 
Honoui able,  £<2nrlema.u  concluded  by  obseivmg,  that  \Uiat  had 
transited  I'i/be  cotii^e  of  the  present  mitigation  into  the  con- 
duct olf  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  furnished  a  new  pi  oof,  if  any  additional 
proof  weie  wanting,  of  the  necessity  of  a  tempeiate  lefoim,  a  ie- 
fomu  which  won  Id  extend  not  only  to  tbe  administration  of  the 
»imy>  butsto  fche  Government  in  Chinch  and  State 
*#Thc  Slcjrli  AkY  at  War,  in  answer  to  what  had  been  said,  ie~ 
Jail  veto  a  r.eetnijj  of  Genei  al  OtFiceis,  said  theie  was  a  mihtaiy 
'vh\b.  orvvbieh  he  was  afticmbei,  at  which  a  number  of  Geneial 
Officeis  had1  ^»me  evening  since  been  piescnt,  and  the  conveisa- 
tiori  having  tinned  on  his  Rojal  Highness  the  Commander  m 
Clref,  t\\(  \  exposed  a  wish  to  addiess  his  Roy^l  Highness  in  one 
'jhape  ot'Vthpr.  ,  He  must,  howevei,  infoini  the  House,  thai  the 
Addies  v lis  to  have  uoailusion  to  the  pit, cut  nine,  and  fuitfcer, 
tnat  nothing  was  to  be  done  m  it  ti»l  the  pioceedmgs  on  this  in- 
quiry weie  oyer. 

The  'House  at  length  divided;  fiist,  on  Sir  Thomas  Turtoft'fi 
Amendment,  oo  which  the  numbers  were — 

Against  the  Amendment     -----  334 

Font     -  "  -    -  135 

Majority  agaimt  the  Amendment  -  — — T9# 
The  House  again  divided  on  Mr.  Perceval's  original  Motion — 

Aves       -  '  2*78 

Noes  -   -  !  196 

Majority  m  favour  of  Mr.  Pejcevals  Motion  -  — —82 
The  lemaming  pait  of  the  debate,  was  postponed  till  Monday 
|Jie  2ot}i>  a»d  the  House  at  half  past  four  adjoin ned. 

Monday,  March  20. 

'  The  older  for  lesumtng  the  further  coivddeiaribn  of  tln>  subject 
beinsj'flioved, 

■  The'C-if  A.NTCEI.LOU  of  the  ExcirEqurR  lose,  at-d  spoke  neaity  as 
fallows'" — Befo'e  the  House  p-oceed  to  the  Older  of  the  Day  for 
t&elAtnc'  con«ideiation  of  the  Mmtrtes  of  the  Committee,  I  thfnk 
itnccessa'N  common  cate  a  fact,  and  1  take  this  oppoitunity'of 
doftn*  so/asM  apprehend  it  iv  possible  it  ma\  inrlnencean  Honouri- 
lyle"C?en tl-e'man  opposite '(Mi  Pa'hmst)  nut  to  bung  foi ward  his 
VuotioW  ' 'P^aVe, '^)'vf  to  (ommun-cvJe  to  the  House,  that  his 
Royal  Hn'hnes^'fW  Du'ke  <  I  York  did,  upon  the  morning  of  Sa- 
turday* after  the  House  had  (owe  to  then  decision,  of  his  sponta- 
neotfs' accord,  tender  !his  designation  of  his  Office  of  Commander 
in t  Chief/ and'  whicn  his  M'*}c<U  with  lehictance  has  accepted. 
J?lle1tl^tivekaridfiek,s.oiis  which  induced  his  ito^al  Highness  taking 

that 
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time'  to  tender 'that  resignatioiv  instead  of  an  earlier  period 
^pp'ear  to  iire  so  ho'nbtuabie  and  so  proper,  that  i  am  persuaded* 
when  they  'are  known,  hhey  villi  give  much  satisfaction  to  tbe 
Jii>use  «  i  cannot,  -continued  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman, 
'state  them  better  than  in  the  words  of  the  Letter  in  which  the  re- 
signation of  his  Rovai  Hi  dm  ess  was  tendered,  and  wbicli  was  as 
follows: 

"  The  House  of  Commons  having,  after  a  most  attentive  and  laborious 
<(  investigation  of  the  jrients  of  certain  allegations  preferred  against  his 

Royai- Highness,  passed  a  lesolution  of  his  innocence*  he  may  now  ap~ 
"  p roach  his  Majesty,  and  may  venture  to  tendei  to  him  his  resignation 
<*  of  the  chiet  command  of  his  Majesty's  army,  as  his  Royal  Highness  can 
<e,ino  longer  be  suspected  of  acting  from  any  apprehension  of  the  result, 
"nor  be  ac«**ed  of  having  shiunk  from  the  full  extent  of  an  inquiry, 
"which  painful  as  it  has  been,  he  trusts  shall  appear,  even  tc*  those  who 
u  have  been  disposed  to  condemn  his  conduct,  to  have  met  with  that  pa- 
u  tience  and  firmness  which  can  arise  only  from  a  conscious  feeling  of  in- 
"  nbcence-  *• 

e<  The  m'ptive/fllrhich  influences  him  arises  from  the  truest  sense  of  duty 
*'  and  the  warmest  attachment'  to  his  Majesty,  from  which  he  has  never 
^departed,  and  which  his  Majesty  has,  if  possible,  confirmed  by  tho  x\~ 
<(  fectionate  and  pateruai  solicitude  which  he  has  slrewn  for  the  honour 
<{  and  welfare  of  his  Royal  Highness  upon  this  distressing  occasion;  to 
"  him,  as  a  most  kind  and  indulgent  father,  as  a  generous  Sovereign,  his 
<c  Royal  Highness  owes  every  thing;  and  his  feelings  alone  would  have 
t(  prompted  him  to  forego  all  considerations  of  personal  interest  in  the  de- 

termination  he  had  taken.  It  would  not  become  him  to  say,  that  he 
"  should  not  quit,  with  sincere  regret,  a  situation  in  which  his  Majesty's 
"  confidence  and  partiality  had  placed  him.,  and.  the  duties  of  which  it  had 
*'  been  his  most  anxious  studv  and  pride,  during  fourteen  years,  •  to  dis- 
"  charge  with  integrity  and  fidelity — whether  he  might  be  allowed  to  add/ 
c*  with  advantage  to  his  Majesty's  service,  his; Majesty  Was  best  able-tacfe- 
"cide" 

This  communication  having  been  made  to  his' Majesty  by  his 
Royal  Highness,  his  Majesty  had  been  most  graciously  pleased  to 
accept  it.  He  had  then  stated  it  to  the  House*  without  any  con> 
ment  of  his  own,  and  he  left  it  to  his  Right  Honourable  Friend  to 
determine,  after  having  heard  it,  whether  he  would  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  proceed  with  his  motion. 

Mr.*  B  At  hurst  declared,  that  the  important  fact  which  had  just 
been  communicated  would  not  induce  him  to  depart  from  the  lire 
of  conduct  he  had  laid  down  for  himself,  as  his  sense  of  duty  pie» 
vented  him  from  availing  himself  even  of- this;  opportunity  of 
getting  free  from  the  unpleasant  burden  im  posed  upon  him*  Wi  th> 
truth  he  might  say,  he  gave  the  most  ample  cred  t  to  the  motives 
which  influenced  his  Royal  Highness  to  tender  his  -resigfla-'m, 
and  he  was  truly  sensible  of  the  joss  the  public  would  sustain  from 
the  want  of  his  services.   No  one  was  more  ready' than  he  w.  o 
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bear  testimony  to  the  general  good  conduct,  excellent  regulations 
intrdd'lieed  into  the  service,  and  happy  mode  of  "enforcing  obedi- 
fe&ce^to  them,  which  the  country  owed  to  the  Duke  of  York,  and 
he  had  every' reason  to  regret  that  circumstances  had  arisen  which 
causedlhis  removal.  But  Gentlemen  would  recollect,  that  what 
had  passed  did  not  bear.upoh  the  view  he  had  always  taken  of  the 
subject,  and  that  the'event  now  announced  could  make  no  altera- 
tion in  his. mode  of  conduct  In  his  view,  the  odious  charge  of 
conuptjon,  met  with  no  stionger  or  more  determined  opponent 
tlkn  himself  He  had  voted  cheerfully  with  both  the  Resolutions 
of  acquittal  moved  by  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  regretted  extiemely,  that  some  Gentlemen 
thought  they  could  not  go  so  far  with  him.  Beyond  thatTote  he- 
would  have  gone  to  say,  that  no  lurking  suspicion  existed  which 
ought  to  prevent  the  Duke  of  York  going  into  the  world  with 
clean  hands. —  - 

The  Honourable 'Gentleman  now  took  a  view  of  the  original 
state  of  the  question,  and  what  had  induced  him  to  take  the  part 
he  did.    Still  lie  thought  it  necessary,  as  an  admonition  to  the 
present, : and  an  example  to  future  Commandeis,  that  the  Journals 
of  the  Ifouie  oTConimons  should  bear  upon  them  an  expression  of 
the  sense  the  House  entertained  upon  some  of  the  facts  unfolded 
in  this  investigation,  which  iplid  not  amount  to  corruption,  orcon- 
nivanccat  corruption.    He  was  also  inclined  to  persevere  in- his 
resolution,  from  a  consideration  that  his  promise  of  bringing  it 
forward  had  had  some  effect  in  keeping  several  gentlemen :  fro rii 
voting  with  the  severer  measures  pioposed  by  the  Honourable 
Mover  of  the  original  address,  and,  his  Honourable  Friend  (Mr. 
Bankes).    He  conceived  that  Parliament  were  called  upon  to  pro- 
nounce an  parts  of  evidence,  not  contained  in  the  original  charge, 
if  these  pa  its  were  material,  and  particularly  so  if  they  were  con- 
nected with  the  political  question  which  arose  afterwards,  and  it 
w.as  as  he  hi  g  thus  connected,  and  not  as  resting  on  moral  grounds 
alofte*  .that  he.now  asked  the  House  to  come  to  an  opinion  on  the 
eomm.unicatipn  and  interference  in  military  matters  which  had 
been  prpven  to  exist.    He  would  not  go  into  a  statement  of -the 
facts  which  ,bpre,;him  out  in  this  Resolution^  after  they  had  been 
so  repeatedly  canvassed,  and  swhich  affixed  the  only  stigma 
that  v^as  attached  to  the  conduct  of  the  Gonlina"nder 'in  Chief. 
The  Honourable  Gentleman  defended  himself  frcrn  the  charge 
©f  aggravating  his,  Resolution    by  any  harsh    epithets;  and 
thought  that  if  something  of  the  kind  were  not  agreed -to,  it  would 
not  be  known  from  their  Journals  whether  they  had  not  neglected 
to  look  into  the  allegations  of  negligence  and  misconduct  contained 
in  the,  eykience    His  motion. had  in  view  two  objects^  admonition 
tp  ^the  .ptik^  of  York,,  and  example  to  the  country,:  and  while  he 
tnp^glitxtihat;.;the..  country  would,  upon  reflection,,  approve  of -tfte 
conduct  of  thai  House  in  acquitting  the  Duke  of  York  of  corrup- 
tion, 
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tion,  heat  the  sanie  time  was  of  opinion,  that  the  sound  part  of 
the  community  would  expect  the  House  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  the  Resolution  he  should  now  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  The  Right  Honourable  Gentlemen  then  concluded  with 
moving  the  following  Resolution  — 

<c  That  wh.le  tbn  House  acknowledges  the  beneficent  effects  of  the  re- 
gulations adopted  and  ac1ed  upon  by  hts  Ro\al  Highness  m  the  general 
"discharge  of  his  duties  as  Commander  u4  Chief,  it  is  observed  vvi+h  the 
'•'deepest  regret;  that  hi  consequence  of  a  connection  the  most  immoiat 
'Sand  unbecoming,  a  com  nu'ii-aiion  on  ofKial  subjects,  and  an  mter- 
u  ference  m  the  distribution  of  Miiitaiy  Appointrnents'and  Piomotions  has 
"  been  allowed  to  exist,  which  could  rot  but  lead  to  disci  edit  the  official 
*  admmist.ation  of  his  Royal  Highness,  and  to  give  colour  and  effect,  as 
"  they  have  actually  done,  to  transactions  the  most  criminal  and  disgrace- 
«  ful '» 

Sir  W.  Curtis  seconded  the  Motion. 

Lord  ^ l thorpe — I  wish,  Su,  to  make  a  few  comments  upon 
the  two  piopositiorTs  laid  down  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gentle- 
man, .Mr.  Bdthtirst,  in  the  commencement  of  what  he  has  addiessed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House  I  agiee  with  him,  Sir,  it 
would  be  a  great  lo^s  to  lose  any  individual  from  the  head  of 
our  army,  whose  raei  it  had  so  much  promoted  its  welfare  ;  but  m 
ttie  piesent  instance,  that  k>s,  m  my  opinion,  will  be  much 
diminished  in  our  estimation,  when  we  leflect  the  conduct 
of  his  Royal  Highness  has  been  such  as  to  lose  him  the  confi- 
dence of  the  count!*. —  (Hear  I  hear  !  J — With  lespect  to  the 
other  obseivations  of  that  Right  Honourable  Gentleman,  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  agree  with  him  He  has  thought 4  it  a  loss  to  the 
public — the  situation  of  Commander  m  Chief  ouqht  to  be  occu- 
pied by  a  person  of  the  Ro)al  Duke's  illustrious  rank.  In  that  sen- 
timent, Sir,  I  do  not  concur,  for  the  proceedings  befoie  this 
House  have  pioved  the  inconvenience  of  his  high  rank,  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  it  would  be  moie  beneficial  to  the  public  mteiest, 
that  the  command  of  the  army  should  be  lodged  m  hands  more  ic- 
sponsibie — [Hear  J  hear  ! ) — T  feel  myself  inclined  to  say  a  few 
words  in  justification  ©f  the  vote  which  I  have  given  upon  the  evi- 
dence befoie  us,  arrd\  I  must  s-ay,  I  did  think  his  Ro\al  Highness 
to  be  guilty  of  both  conuption  and  connivance  I  am  a  ho  of  opi- 
nion, the  question  is  now  in  a  state  in'  which  it  ought  not  tb 
stand,  ahd^thetefore  1  agree  with  the  Right  Honourable  Gentle- 
man, it' would  be  pioper  to  place  upon  the  Journals  of  this  House 
the  reasons  which  induced  us  not  to  proceed  any  farther.  The 
doi&ntry*  'IYam  pefsuaded?  will  be  satisfied. — (Hear!  hear  ! )~ 
It  would  be  the  l^sp'  thing  In  the  world,  oh  my  part,  intentionally, 
to: 'hurt  nis  Roval  Highnesses  'feelings  5  and  I  shall  consider  it  my 
duty,  on  thartoWdferation,  to  propose,  that,  because  the  Duke 
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$f  York  has  resigned,  we  do  not  wish  to  proceed  further  in  tlie 
question,  for  I  do  n6t  thmk  the  Royal  Duke  can  ever  return  to  of- 
fice, 01  evei  can  regain  the  confidence  o^  the  people  (Hear  J 
\ear  /  J  1  have  now  to  propose  as  aft  Amendment  to  4he  Reso- 
lution moved  by  the  Right  Honourable  Gentletnsfa*  the  omission 
of  all  the  words  contained  therein  after  the  word  "That,**  wheri 
the  Resolution  would  be  as  follows  * 

"  Tha*  his  Roval  Highness  the  Duke  of  York  having  resigned  the,Com- 
"  maud  ot  the  Armv,  tht^  House  does  not  thmk  it  necessa-y^NOW  tp 
"proceed  anv   further  m  the  cooperation  of  the  Minuted  of  the  Evi- 

dence  taken  .before  the  Committee,  who  were  appointed  to  investigate 
"  the  conduct  of  hrs,  Royal  Highness  the  Dukeof  York,  as  far  as>reJates  to 
"  his.  Royal  Highness  " 

Mr.O'H  ara  dissented  from  both  the  Resolution  and  the  Amend. 
*aent  \  he  could  not  help  being  sorry  the  Duke  of  York  was  no 
longer  at  die  head  of  the  aimy;  he  thought  his  high-rank  removed 
him  from  the  sphere  of  Ministerial  influence,  and  theiefore,  that 
tij£  situa^on  in  his  hands  was  not  liable  to  change  with  eveiy 
change  of  Ministeis,  a>  it  must  do  if  filled  by  an  oidinary  person. 
It  was  the  King's  prerogative  to  appoint  all  his  servants,  and  tji.it 
House.should  not  upon  light  gtounds  interfere  with  that  pi  erogative. 

jilr,  Perceval—"  It  will  not  be  necessary  to  trouble  the  House 
with  many  observations  upon  this  subject,  after  what  has  passed  in 
the  tedious  and  minute  investigation  that  has  occupied  us  so  long. 
I  should  have-  hoped,  tha* after  what  I  have  stated  to  t;he  House, 
they  would  have  been  satisfied,  without  proceeding  farther  1 
^ave  no  diflif  ulty  in  sauug,-  if  the'House  be  not  satisfied,  and  they 
be, desirous  still  to  express  their  reasons  foi  their  former  votes,  that 
that  is  the  most  inoffensive  thing  they  could  do.  Inf  stating  that 
proposition,  1  should  certainly  prefer  the  amendment  to  the  mo* 
tion,  under  -a  distinct  explanation,  that  an  appaiently  trifling  al- 
teration should  take  place  up'ui  that  amendment  before  its  passing, 
lor  if  not,  it  too  was  objectionable.  The  Ri^ht  Honouiable  Mover 
did  not  advert,  that  his  motion  is  inconsistent  in  some  dcgieewith 
his  formei  sentiments,  for  how  could  it  possibly  happen,  that  such 
an  influence  was  allowed  to  exist,  as  did  not  give  countenance  to 
jnfamous  tiansactions,  by  which  his 'Royal  Highness,  with  hfs  e)es 
open,  must  have  connived  at  proceedings  which  we  have  already 
rijeoatived  >  I, certainly,  theiefore,  should  not  Save  adapted  that 
ilesqlution  at  any  time ,  but  at  the  piesent  it  is  suiely  more  unne- 
cessary than  before ,  for  it  is  evident  that  his  Roy£l  Highness  has 
of  himself  given  greater  atonement  than  even  the  Right  Honourable 
(Jentfeman  at  any  time  expressed  a  wish  to  have.  The  Noble  Lord 
/whqfhas  proposed  the  Amendment  is  perfectly  corrupt  m  his  view 
of  the  subject,  Avlien  be  thinks  it  adviseabie  that  his  Royal  Highness 
should  be  prevented  fiom  ever  returning  to  siich'  a  situation ,  and 

distinctly 
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ctstinctJy  slates,  th#t  the  proofs  of  that  corruption  and  connivance 
weie  made  out  to  bis  satisfaction.    Undoubtedly,  should  f  agree 
in  that  convection,  1  bhould  feel  no  hesitation  m  failing  into  tha£ 
!^o^{e ^Lord's,  proposition  i  but  it  not  onfy  doe*>  not  exist  m  my 
mind*  but  it  lias  already  been  distinctly  negatived  by  the  House; 
and  I  think  the  House  will  have  difficulty  in  agi eemg  to  a  Resolu- 
tion, lecommended  upon  the  veiy  giounds  which  they  themselves 
have  negatived,  namely,  the  pioposition  which  founds  itself  upon 
cofiuption.    The  Noble  Lord  has  also  stated,  that  he  conceives  it 
exceedingly  objectionable;  that  a  pei^on  of  the  rank  of  his  lioyal 
Highness  should  hold  a  high  and  lesponsible  situation  in  the  state, 
as  theie  is  a  peculiar  degiee  of  dehcac)  and  difficulty  in  making  any 
motion  to  implicate  that  1  esponsibility.    Now,  Sir,  if  ever  there 
was  a  period  when  that  opinion  had  no  foundation,  it  is  the  piesent 
one,  vihen  we  have  been  for  many  weeks  engaged  upon  thi§  in- 
vestigation* into  the  conduct  ot  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
.York,  and  not  the  smallest  obstacle  thiown  in  the  way,  nor  any 
difficulty  oiigmated. — With  the  view,  theiefore,  in  which  I  have 
entered  upon  this  subject,  I  cannot  conceive  that  the  House,  at  a 
tune  when  they  have  negatived  both  conuption,  and  connivance 
at' corruption,  should  impose  as  it  were  an  unlimited  forfeiture  of 
the  situation  his  Royal  Highness  held,  by  including  in  a  Resolution 
both  what  has  already  been  negatived,  and  what  may  be  afterwards 
made  out ;  and  I  suppose  the  Noble  Loid  will  not  think  of  persist- 
ing in  those  woids  which  he  had  adopted  m  his  Amendment  I 
cannot  agree  to  it  while  it  contains  the  word  *  notuS  in  the  sense  in 
.which  he  has  explained  that  woid,    The  Amendment  might  have 
^remained  as  it  was,  if  the  Noble  Loid  had  not  himself  given  an 
explanation  of  it ,  and  1  think  that  the  House,  and  the  Royal  Duke 
himself,  are  indebted  to  him  for  the  fairness  and  candour  with 
which  he  has  done  it.    Having  been  accompanied  with  that  ex- 
planation, {  conceive  that  no  one  can  ag'ee  with  the  Motion  upon 
the  giounds  so  laid  down  by  the  Noble  Loid,  so  as  to  letiact  the 
former  sentiments  of  the  House,  and  sa  ,  that  theie  wasconup- 
tion  oi  connivance  m  his  Royal  Highness,  oi  be  piepaied  to  go  the 
length  of  aiguing  that  his  Royal  Highness  should  never  hold  any 
situation, $  howevei  immacu'ate  he  might  aftenvaids  piove  to  be  [ 
say  thai  this  would  be  a  most  dispiopoitionate  punishment  to  the 
offence  which  the  House  seem  inclined  to  chaige  him  with,  and 
i't  can  oxi>\y  be  adopted  by  tho^e  who  see  the  daiker  shade  of  the 
offence     Whatevei  may  be  imputable  to  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  t His 
surely  -is  not  a  fair  oppoitivmtv,  of  entei  mg  into  a  general  lesolution 
a$  to  those  who  may  m  futuiehold  that  lesponsible  situation.  Upon 
the«e  giounds,  I  shall  give  m>  concunence  to  the  amendment,  to 
the  extent  of  getting  nd  5of  the  motion  of  my  Right  Honowiable 
'£<uend»  provided  that,  amendment  be  alteied,  by  leaving  out  the 
twoid  1  have  alluded  to." 

Sir 
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811  Citari.es  Price  thought,  th,at  although  the  Duke  of  Vorft 
"was  not  guilty  of  any  corruption  or  connivance  at  couuption,  }tt 
there  was  sufficient  evidence  to  think  his  Ro\ai  Highness*  v,as  highly 
eensuieable1  m  fhis  Conduct,  and  theiefore  it  was  that  he  did  mobt 
cordially  agree  with  the  proposition  now  made.  It  was  a  cncusn- 
Stance  disgraceful  to  the  chaidciei  of  his  Royal  Highness,  that  it 
had  called  upon  the  House  to  express  themselves  m  such  a  general 
manner  as  to  prevent  smulai  tiansactions  in  futiue 

Loid  Foi  kstone  agreed  w»th4an  Konouiable  Member,  tliai 
something  should  be  done,  and  theie  oid\  cbd  he  agiee  with  the 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  on  that  side  »  f  the  House,  Thinking, 
he  did,  that  his  Royal  Hn>hne^,  was  not  flee  horn  coiiur  ion* 
he  certainly  was  of  opinion  chat  he  was  unfit  to  hold  the  command 
©t  the  auny,  and  as  hi  had  now  resigrtd  if,  oo^ht  ttevei  again  be- 
permitted  *to  resume  it.    Much  had  been  said  ot  the  little  »egard 
which  had  been  paid  to  delicacy  in  the  cotuse  of  the  pioceedmgs* 
It  was  true- many  gentlemen  had  expiessed  their  undisguised  senti- 
ments on  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  1  many  speeches  had  been  made 
against  the  Commander  in  Chief,  though  lie  was  of  the  Royal 
Family;  but  this  cifeutofeta  nee  alone  was  not  sufficient  to  overthrow 
the  objections  which  had  been  started  against  placing;  a  Prince  of 
the  Blood  in  a  responsible  situation.   Had  such  pidceedings  been 
instituted  against  ahy  one  else,  on  such  grounds  as  those  on  which 
the  late  investigation  had  taken  place,  the  person  accused  would 
have  foe^n  dismissed.    He  concluded,  by  supporting  the  Amend* 
jnenf. 

Lprd  Temple  said,  he  did  not  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did  'well  in  quoting  the  DukVs  words,  "  that  the  period 
Jtad  anived  when  his  innocence  was  made  clear  "  Fie  had  voted 
-in  favourt>f  the  Duke,  as  he  did  not  believe  his  Royal  Highness 
guilty  of  corruption  or  connivance,  but  agamst  such  general  de- 
claration of  Innocence  he  must  enter  his  piotest — In  his  opinion* 
a  stiong  charge  remained  behind,  misconduct  was  certainly  to  be 
chaiged  against  his  Royal  Highness  5  and'  while  he  was  thus  cen- 
surable, he  thought  Hfdi  a  declaration  too  stiong,  it  would  have 
been  bettei  had  his  fiiends  advised  him  to  have  adopted  a  different 
style  He  might  have  said  with  greatei  piopnety,  that  he  bowed 
to-the  washes  of  the  count)  y,  and  though  the  House  of  Commons 
had  acquitted  him  of  conuption  or  connivance,  he  wished  to  mani- 
fest his  deference  to  the  general  sentiments  of  the  nation,  by  laying 
tjo^n  the  command  of  the  Jimy.  Piomptly  a3  he  agreed  with  the 
other  llonouiable  Membeis  1,1  opinion,  that  his  Royal  Highness 
uvas  not  guilty  of  coemption,  and  piomptiv  ashe<gave  his  vote  for 
acquitting  turn  of  connivance,  yet  he  could  not  think  Ins  innocence 
so  completely  established  as  to  justify  the  expression  made  use  of 
in  the  letter  He  could  not  agiee  with  the  pi oposed  Resolution, 
as  he  thought  U  in  no  instance  just*   Had  tl^e  Commander  in  Chief 

bee  a* 
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been  piortotinced  gailfy,  it  wduld  not  have  gone  far  enough  ^  but* 
brought  foi  ward  now,  in  his  opinion,  it  went  much  too  fai.  If  it 
was  thought  impropei  to  continue  the  Duke  of  Yoik  m  the  situa- 
tion ofCommandei  m  Chief  any  longei,  it  was  not  ibi  Paihainent 
taendeavour  to" remove  him  by  aside  wind,  but  to  pioceed  openly* 
and  remove  him  rn  the  face  ot  day.  He  could  not  see  the  pjopnety 
of  putting  out  the  the  woid."  now and,  in  the  piesent  state  of 
things,  to  proceed  faithei  he  thought  would  be  unnecessaiy. 

Mi  Bootli  thought  Mis.  Claike  had  possessed  an  improper 
influence  over  his  Royal  Highness — He  was  as  supenor  to  popular 
clamour  as  any  other  Honourable  Mi  mber,  but  he  lejoiced  to  see 
the  low'ei  ordels  of  society  expiess  then  sentiments  with  freedom. 
As  the  evidence  laid  before  them  had  1  cached  the  remotest  corner 
of  the  kingdom,  he  would  wish  their  decisions  to  be  made  equally 
public,  as  Weil  as  the  motives  by  which  they  had  been  actuated 
while  foiming  their  decisions. 

Mr  Whitbread  said,  that  although  he  perceived  the  House 
were  anxious  to  decide  upon  the  question  before  them,  he  could 
not  submit  that  it  should  be  put  without  saying  why  he  differed  from 
the  proposed  Amendment  of  the  Noble  Lord,  intioducedas  it  had 
been  by  a  speech  leplete  with  sound  aigument.  An  addiess  had 
been  proposed  by  the  Right  Honouiablc  Gentleman  opposite* 
acknowledging  the  lntei  feience  of  Mrs  Claike,  acknowledging  that 
it  could  not  but  tena  to  the  disci  ed't  of  his  Royal  Highness,  and  to 
give  a  colour  to  the  chaiges  submitted  against  him,  and  yet  that 
Addiess  so  worded  was  intended  to  give  a  facility  to  his  Ro\al 
Highness  to- continue  in  office.  Foi  Irs  pat  the  did  not  considei  it 
possible,  noi  did  he  conceive  how  an^  man,  co'uld  consider  it  potf- 
■bible  foi  his  Royal  Highness  to  have  continued  m  office,  aftei  that 
Addiess  was  passed. — -flftar  f  heir  ! J — Annthei  paft  to  which 
he  objected  was  that  which  went  to  thank  jhhn  foi  his  conduct  as 
Comnuodei  m  Chiet ,  his  conduct  mi»ht  have  been  mcitorious 
but  it  had  not  been  sufhsienily  piovect  to  him,  as  a  VLembei  of 
Paiham'mt,  that  his  conduct  was  ^o  ti  aiiscendaii  Hv  bulliant  a*;  to 
call  foi  the  g'alitude  of  that  House.  With  i expect  to  molality,  the 
piesent  was  not  thvi  time  to  discuss  it  ,  the  Duke  of  Voik  had  rt> 
feigned,  fofwhat  cau^e  he  d'd  not  think  it  necessaiv  to  »nquiiej 
v hethci  fiom  leupect  to  thp  opinion  of  the  counts  yt  whi^h  always 
must  have  wc^ht,  ot  fiom  whatevei  othei  motive;  but  his  mx- 
piesbion  was  that  aftei  t!  i  \M  eight's  debases,  the  Duke  of  York, 
could  not  continue  m  oftice 

He  thought  that  the  Right  Llonouiable  Gcntlefnan  ^as  hable.t® 
*epioacb,  toi  having  ah  udoned  the  Di'ke  of  Voik  If  he  thought 
hht)  innocent,  wU\  did  he  abandon  him  '  why  did  he  not  prevent 
his  Tesn>natic  ti  -  The  RiJit  Honouu  b!e  Gentleman  mi^ht  be 
wdhhgthcn  to  abandon  pm^o*  itions  he  hid  foimeily  maintained; 
but  the  ,oj  -tiatioij  of  h's  Ro\al  Highness  was  all  that  he  (Mr. 

WWtbreacft 


(    648  ) 


Vfhitbread)  had  in  bis  view,  and  therefore  he  would  not  scrutinize 
the  reason  of  it.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  state,  that  he  thought  the 
Duke  of  York  guilty  of  connivance;  not  however  agreeing  with  the 
Bight  Honourable  Gentleman,  that  there  were  no  degiees,  nor 
admitting  that  the  varions  giadations  should  be  confounded  in  one. 
undistinguishmg  lepioach.  As*  to  what  was  now  proposed*  he 
could  not  help  thinking  it  somewhat  ungenerous  ;  it  did  not  wast 
him  to  lesign,  but,  when  he  had  lesigned,  it  came  to  fix  upon  him 
■with  a  resolution.  It  was  not  by  bringing  forwai d  any  proposition, 
that  they  could  expect  to  produce  a  moral  leformation  in  the  con- 
duct of  his  Royal  Highness  The  Honourable  Member  was  some- 
what surprised  to  see  the  vehemence  which  the  two  woi  thy  City 
Baronets  had  manifested  to  pi otes't  against  the  undue  influence 
which  the  Duke  permitted,  though  they  denied  ail  coriuption,  and 
to  have  a  slap  at  him  befoie  it  was  too  late.  They  came  in  at  the 
death,  and  aimed  a  blow  at  the  carcase  when  killed,  just  u>  say  to 
their  constituents,  **  W e  did  vote  for  something  against  the 
Duke"  f  Loud  laughtng,  J  "  I  tiust,  however,"  said  Mr.  Whii- 
Bread,  "  their  pioject  will  be  completely  foiled." 

^Vs  to  what  had  been  mentioned  respecting  the  perpetual  ex- 
clusion of  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  he  supposed  it  utterly  impossible  that 
it  could  have  referred  to  exclusion  from  the  Thione.  He  supposed 
that  it  could  only  have  meant  exclusion  from  office  (Bear  J  J 
The  resignation  of  the  Duke  of  York  going  frith  to  the  country, 
would,  he  was  persuaded,  afford  complete  satisfaction ,  but  if  once 
it  was  known  to  be  the  intention  to  leplace  him,  at  any  future  pe- 
riod, his  present  dismijsal  would  not  be  sufficient  to  allay  the  fer- 
ment so  justly  excited  (Hear!  hear!)  If  such  weie  the  in- 
tention, and  that  it  was  known,  it  would  quuklv  appeal,  that 
Httleor  nothing  had  been  done  to  satisfy  the  public  feeling,  and 
Appease  the  public  indignation  With  jespect  to  the  mtioduction 
of  the  word"  now"  the  Right  Honomable  Gentleman  opposite 
had  contended  that  it  was  impossible  to  pionounce  that  no  occa- 
sion could  occui,  m  which  it  would  he  advisable  to  call  his  Ro\al 
Highness  into  oiHcc  ;  he  (Mr.  Whitbread;  did  not  unde«  take* to 
pronounce  any  such  positut  decision  ,  having  no  faithei  capacity 
to  develope  and  dive  into  the  futme,  than  other  neai -sighted 
moitals,  he  would  not  pionounce  with  confidence,  what  he  could 
Hot  ascertain  with  certainty  ,  but  supposing  that  the  Duke  of 
York  was  placed  in  a  situation  m  which  it  would  be  thought  ad- 
visable to  reinstate  h.oi  >  supposing  that,  by  the  miraculous  con- 
curence  of  cucumsta*±ccs  the  nation  was  inclined  to  have  him  ap- 
pointed to  his  situat  <m  once  moie,  the  woid  "  noxi"  would  not 
exclude  'him  iti  such  -x  jase.  The  House,  he  thought,  must  «ee 
the  leason  wrhy  th°  Iii;hc  Honourable Gentleman  would  not  a<:iee, 
on  Satuiday,  to  i'unt  ine  oidmaiy  proceedings,  for  although  1  e 
wished  that  his  L  Highness  would  continue  in  uffice,  it  ap- 
pealed ftow,  that  he  knew  hewoold  not  continue. 
*  'TV 
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The  word  party  had  been  mentioned;  but  if  evei  rhe>e  was  a- 
question  earned  without  the  influence  of  paity,  and  against  alt 
paity,  that  it  Difteient  parties  existed  in  the  House,  to  norm 
of  which  the  Honourable  Gentleman,  who  bionght  forward  the 
charges  had  appealed  ,  and  et  he  managed  to  devide  135  against 
ali  parties.  Among  othei  things  detected  by  that  question,  he  hoped 
that  one  great  td vantage  would  lesult,  which  was,  the  annihilation 
of  4  pai titular  paity,  detnmentarto  the  publ>c  welfaie,  a  party, 
which  was  not  seen,  but  felt;  &  party,  which  Loid  Chatham  bad 
described  as  a  thing  standing  behind  the  Thione,  and  greater  that* 
the  Tin  one  itself,  a  party  which  had  put  the  present  Government 
into  power,  and  whjch  was  itself  supported  114  a  publication  auda- 
ciously promulgated  of  late.  He  hoped  that  that  party  existed  do 
more,  and  that  if  Government  were  resolved  to  prosecute  any 
publications,  it  would  be  that  wont  of  all  libels.  SA  Prince  had- 
givei)  a  lesson  to  other  Pnnces,  of  which,  Jt  was  to  be  hoped,  *they 
would  take  advantage,  and  not  depend  upon  sweh  parties  Such 
parties  weie  not  new  to  the  countn  ;  In  the  time  ot  Chailes  the 
Second,  S11  William  Temple  had  felt  the  effects  of  a  similar  owe, 
atid  lemonstrated  upon  it,  he  had  said  that  none  but  the  Obtensi- 
ble  Counsellors  sKoutd  be  known  to  the  Crown,  and  that  the  ac- 
knowledgement ot  an}  othei  s  wouki  lead  to  the  o\eithiow  of  the 
count  1  v 

The  Right  Honouiable  Gentleman  had  given  a  lectin e  of  mo* 
rality ,  he  (Mr  Whitbread'v  had  aheady  said,  that  when  the  want 
of  morality  interfered  with  the  public  concerns,  it  might  be  no* 
ticed  by  a  public  tribunal  t  but,  under  any  othei  circumstances,  it 
was  not  their  business  to  pronounce  upon  it.  Of  morality,  the* 
Duke  of  Yoik  had  had  already  a  sufficiently  long  and  gia\e  fes§pn, 
in  the  inquiry  upon* which  the  House  was  occupied,  and  any  far* 
ther  enfoi cement  of  its  duties  and  obligations,  was  ah  his  opinion*, 
beyond  the  piovince  of  the  House  Princes  weie  envied  for  their 
situation,  but  they  weie  also  to  be  pitied ,  they  weie  excluded 
from  many  things  which  contributed  not  only  to  the  happiness oi 
life,  but  to  the  advancement  and  support  ot  virtue ,  among  otber^ 
and  among  the  greatest,  was  the  want  of  faithiul  counsellois,  who 
had  candour  and  boldness  to  assist  them  with  then  best  advice, 
who  would  tell  them  what  was  tiue,  although  it  was  not  flattering* 
and  what  was  light,  although  it  was  not  agreeable  That  was  a 
want  which  Princes,  almost  ahsajs  exper  enced.  If  then  it  ap- 
peared that  their  hands  were  moie  tied  and  bound  up  than  the 
rest  of  mankind,  why  should  the  House  <f  Commons  proceed  to 
lectuie  them  upon  morality  ?  That  was  not  the  time  in  which  it 
became  them  to  do  so,  especially  as  theie  was  a  Punce,  fiee  from 
the  immoialities  of  others,  happily  to  be  found. 

Theie  was  one  point  upon  which  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
call  their  attention  before  he  sat  down,  ?nd  that  was  respecting  ar 
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meeting  of  the  officers  of  the  aimv.  lie  undeistood  thaf  the 
"flight  Honourable  Secretaiy  had  attended  that  meetiug,  and  that 
the  pioposjtion  brought  forwaid  theie  was  put  down  by  hnn.  Hp 
undeistood,  that  a  paper  v>as  diawn  out  in  the  hand-wiiting  of 
Sir  David  Duirdas,  and  read  to  the  military  Offh  ers  then  assem- 
bled, that  it  was  seconded  by  himself,  that  the  pioposition  being 
received  with  acclamation,  was  withdiawn,  not  laid  aside,  and 
instead  of  being  abandoned  forever,  uas  only  reserved  foi  another 
occasion.  He  had  heard  from  a  Bookseller,  a  veiy  respectable, 
man,  known  to  the  Gentlemen  upon  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  that  an  address  was  presented  toiiun  by  an  Officer,  for  a 
coriectionof  the  style;  that  the  object  of  that  addiess  was  toie-~ 
commend  to  the  Duke  of  York  to  letam  his  situation  as 
Commander  in  Chief.  He  did  not  go  to  the  length  of  some,  who 
wished  that  Officei s  in  the  aims'  should  be  excluded  fiom  th^t 
House  ,  he  was  happy  to  see  them  theie ;  but  when  they  evinced 
such  a  spmt  as  that,  it  was  an  alarming  consideiation ,  they 
should  be  stopped,  as  Cassat  had  stopped  his  tumultuous  soldiers. 
r£he\  should  be  told  that  they  were  citizens  as  well  as  soldieis-, 
and  that  even  as  soldieis  it  was  then  duty  to  obey. 

The  Honouiable  Gentleman  declaied  his  opinion,  that  am- 
tioaal  sentiment  prevailed  that  the  Son  of  the  King  was  not  a  fit 
peison  to  be  Commandei  m  Chief  The  present  inquii}  had  de- 
monstiated  that  it  was  not  fit  that  the  Son  of  the  King  should 
hold  that  situation.  The  House  had  been  engaged  m  this  inquiiy 
from,  the  1st  of  Febiuaiyto  the  20th  of  Maich.  We  of  couise 
•saw*  tlie  case  with  which  the  son  ot  the  King  could  be  lemoved 
<froiti  his  situation.  When  the  chaiges  first  were  hi  ought  forward, 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  Lad  stepped  foiwaid,  and  challenging 
tke  Honourable  Movei  to  the  inquin,  had  said,  "Oh?  now  at 
length  you  have  come  m  a  tangible  ^'v 

e,  and  \e  thank  ^ou  for 
giving  us  an  opportunity  of  ineeUnj  the  chaiges"  When  the 
Honourable  Gentleman,  rwnve\ei,  had  pio\cd  his  chaiges,  he 
'wasJtold  he  was  to  have  no  thanl  s  a*  all.  Pn  the--1  uasons  he 
thought  the  son  of  the  King  was  not  a  ht  peison  to  hold  such  a  si- 
tuation Theie  wis  a  time  when  the  fa\oai  ite  son  of  a*Kin«  had 
not  been  so  treated  hi  a  foimei  lciun  ,i«h  m  the  Duke  of  Cum- 
berland  gave  oftence  b}  conducing  the  convention  of  CloMei  £e- 
ver,  he  was  at  once  removed  and  displaced  Though  he  (Mi. 
WhinVead)  was  not  pi'e»>a'  2d  to  sa^  that  the  Honouiable  (Gen- 
tleman whc%  hi  ought  forwaid  the^e  chaises  ought  to  icteive  the 
thanks  of  the  Home,  because  in  so  Homt>  he  had  only  di-'h.  1  ;ed 
his  duty,  he  was  satisfied  t1  .at  he  had  th  2  tl  a»ks  of  the  gitat  ma- 
jority of  tha*  House  and  ot  nine  hunched,  a'»d  ivnety-nine  out  of 
every  tho^aud  individuals  thioughout  th,1  kinudoui 

« The 0 lcre r a p y  at  War  io&e  to  ieph  to  thai  paitot  the  Ho- 
xjourablc  Gentleman's  speech  lclat'ng  to  the  Addiess,  ->uch  a 
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thing  hadv  merely  been  proposed  m  conversation,  thirteen  Officer** 
only  wcm^  present,  seveial  of  whom  took  no  part  in  what  parsed. 
He  knew  nothing  of  what  the  Honourable  Gentleman  had  been  in- 
formed  ot  in  the  stieet? 

Mi  Canning  said,  if  sucli  a  thins;  had  only  been  spoken  of  in 
a  loose  conversation  it  was  wholly  unimportant,  but  if  otherwise, 
such  conduct  mented  punishment  v 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rose  to  explain  that  he 
had  not  deserted  the  Duke;  but  as  the  resignation  of  hisHoAal 
Highness  was  his  own  act  solely,  he  thought  any  interfeience  on 
his  part  impropei. 

After  some  observations  m  reply  fiom  Mr.  BathursT,  strangers 
^eje  o»dered  to  withdraw,  and  the  Motion  was  negatived  without 
a  division. 

Lord  A^THORpjjis  Amendment  was  then  put  as  a  distinct  mo- 
tion, when 

'  Mr.  Perceval  moved^u*  an  amendment,  that  the  word  "  nv/ 
&e  omitted. 
On  this  the  House  divided* 

For  Mr.  Perceval's  Amendment    *   -  235 

Against  it  *  -  x 1 12 

Majority   -   -   -   -   •  * — 
After  this  division  the  House  adjourned* 

Ttras  terminated1  an  affair  —  more  important,  perhaps,  than 
any  that  has  undergone  Parliamentary  investigation  sxhc% 
the  Revolution*' 


Iji  Vol.  2.  between  folios  59-5  and  433,  there  is  a  typographical 
Error  m  the  paging,  which  the  Reader  is  requested  tojlis  regard 
as  the  subject  follows  correctly. 

In  answer  to  f>&7ne  enquiries  concerning  the  Inverted  Lines  in 
the  Jppendir,   the  Reader  is  informed,  they  are  literal  Copies  of 
the  Ongmal  Letteis  as  printed  m  the  Minutes  for  the  use  of 
the  Members  of  the  Bouse  of-Qonvn&nb* 
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96  As  to' the  rio'e  pio 'need  to 
Major  Tpnyn  by  Capt,  Sandon, 
fj3''  Confronted  wi*h  Mr  Reid, 
and  identified  as  £he  ^ame  peison 
who-was  at 'his  hotel  under  the 
na*rrielofMrs  Dowlec,.i37 
ammerT  ;as'  to  her  acquaintance 
with  Mrs  Hoveuden  and  Miss 
Tfctflpr,  139.  As  to  her  hand- 
writing, and  hercustom  bf  guicfln 
aeh  'mothers;  Jiai$,  346,  153. 
A&'noW ledges  "herself  to  be  in  the 
'  habit  of  imitating  the  hand  writing 
of  oiher^  m  play,  149  Inpos- 
session  of  a  facbimile  of.  the  Duke 
of  York's  private  seal,  151  Mo- 
ney paid  by  the  Duke  on  her  ac- 
count, ,176,  273,  472  Circum- 
stances of  rhe  Duke's  leaving  her, 
284/321,325  Examined  as  to 
her  acquaintance  with  Mrs  f  a- 
vorev,  286  Her  list  of  promo- 
tions pinned  at 'the' head  of  rlrj 
bed,  289  Heracquanuance  with 
MV  Ogilvy,  290  Her  letters  to 
Capt jSand in,  395,— 4.05  Ani- 
madversions on  hei  cha1  after  , Mid 
eviden/e,  432,  4^2,  488,  505, 
«ji2,  §i^?  526 

laverin<?  (jeneial,  leUersfiom,  to 
Mrs  piarke,  sohcfung  a  com- 
mi^sionjor raisings batuhon,  2 1 
reqaeits  to  be  permitted  to  cor- 
rect his  former  evidence,  %oo  \ 


g 


the  request  complied  with,  t$u 
declared  to  be  guilty  of  prevarica- 
tion, 243  Animadversions  on 
his  connection.  wjth  Mrs.  Clarke| 
470,  523 

Clinton,  Col.  conespondence  be- 
tween him  and  Col  Fiencb, 357. 

Coke,  (Member  for  Norfolk^  sup- 
ports" the  'testimony  *c  of  Mrs. 
Clarke,,  600  s\ 

Corn,  Mrs  examined  relative  to  t,he 
Papers  of  Mrs.  Clarke,  destroyed 
by  Mr  Coin,  'X41    ,  * 

Covelr,  Major,  defended,  iv 

Croker,  Mi  defends  the  Duke  of 
York,  589.  '  -Convinced*  0$  an 
error  in  hi>  charge  against  Sir  F, 
Burdetr,  595  1 

Curw en,  Mr  supports  Col'  War- 
die's  motion  for  removing  Ihe 
Duke  of  York,'  442.  Begins  to 
read  a  letter  from  Capt  Speddjpg, 

554- 

*  D 

Debatem  the  ComrnitteeonthepVo- 
pnety  of  admitting  Mr.  M'Dow- 
all's  evidence,  who  had  delivered 
it  n\  a  t>tate  of  inebi  lety,  3  2,.  On 
Col  San  don's  evidence,  131,1^6, 
195  As  to  the  propriety  of  per- 
mithrig  General  Clavenng  to^cor- 
rect  his  testimony,'  2601  In  the 
Hou^eof  Common1?  on  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  inquiry,  4081 
et  <teq,  1 

Dickie,  Mr  examined  to  pi ove  the 
Di^ke  of-Yoik's  hand  writing, 
1 66,  169 

Dow  Is  i,  Mr  Animadversions  on 
h^  connection  with  Mrs'  Clarke, 

4'5>  455»  49°,  S°h 
Dufl,  VI r  eXcimined  touching  sonie 
pa^eis  forntl  m  the  possession^  of 
R  Rennet,  a  Bankrupt,,  71,  75. 

JLlder'on,  Mr  piocures  a  pay  mas* 
ter^lnp  thiough  Mis.  Clarke,  t  S, 
23,  Animadversions  on  thn'ur- 
cumstance,'466,  502.  ilislet'e  6 
to  Mrs  Clarke,  ielat^.ve  to  th§ 
promotion  of  Ins  sum,  z,6f  4he 
3  K  3  '        *  Duke 
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;Duke  of  York,  on  %he  same  occa- 
sion, zy 

|Sl]is,,  Rev  J  J.  examined  relative 
to  Mrs,  Favorey,  307. 

Exchequer,  Chancellor  of,  opposes 
an  observation  of  Lord  Folk- 
Stone,  5^8  Reads  a  resolution, 
to  acquit  the  Duke  of  Yotk  of 
personal  corruption,,  631  Hts 
speech  on  the  Duke  of  York's 
resignation,  640  moves  a  reso- 
lution, 643 

F 

Farquhar,  G  Esq  the  Duke's  pri- 
vate address  to  Mis  Clarke,  151 

Favery,  Mrs   housekeeper  to  Mrs 
Clark?,    examined    on  various 
points,  36,  3  1  r     Her  equivoca- 
tions, 39,  44     Penies  that  she  is 
related  to  Mrs*  Clarke,  42,  315 
Her  evidence  refitted,  307  As- 
sumes the  name  Faiqt'har,  31  r, 
3  i 5     Cucunis-tance-  of  hei  mar- 
r*age,  315,  and  of  her  bnth,  3  f  6 
Animadversion-,  on  her  character 
4nd  evidence,  43  r,  473,  506 

Ferj:  **on>  Generpl,  thinks  the  Duke 
of  Yot  k  e\ttemely  culpable,  63  r 

-Ftzpatnck,  Gen  examined  as  to 
the  impi  ovements  introduced  by 
the  Duke  of  York  into  the  army> 

Folk  tor.e^  Loid,  complains  that 
justice  hid  not  been  done  to  Mi 
Waidle,  in  the  management  of 
tlv  examination,  4  Defends  the 
»n°iS'iK^  M  Col  Wardle,  530, 
Defends  Mrs  Ciaike's  testimony 
•fgamst  Mr  Bui  ton,  534  Re- 
plies to  Mr  Burton,)]-/  RepLes 
to  the  Chancellor  of  toe  Lx  he- 
qner,  53?  Advised  to  »<b>  am 
from  personality, 5  t5  H  s  speech 
on  the  amendment,  616 

French,  Col  h\s  lew,  3^6,  355 
Animadversions  on  4M>43  Sj  443> 
45-5,  461,  498,  50*,  520 
G 

Cr>bb*4  *Sir,  V.  his  defence  of  the 
Duke  trY  Y  ot  ^  5  04. 


Gordon,  Col  exaroirie^  on  the  pro- 
posed exchange  between  Colonel 
Knight  and  Colonel  Fle^dell,  63 
To  prove  the  handivnting  of  the 
,Duke  of  York,  160  Relative 
to  the  note  irrCajrt  Sandon's  pos- 
session,  163  Relative  to'Major 
Tonyn's  promotion,  247  _ 

Greenwood,  C  Esq.  examined,  56 
Examined  as  to  the  application  of 
Mi  Kennettfora  place,  87  Cor-> 
rects  his  evidence  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mi  Eldeitott,  $47  Ex- 
amined relative  to  the  separation 
between  the  Duk^  and  Mrs 
Clarke,  321. 

H 

Hamilton,  CoU  examined  as  to  hi^ 
information  of  the  note  produced 
by  Capt.  -Sand jn,  275,  29B 

Harrison,  W  E->rj  examined  rela- 
tive to  the  Duke's  disavowal  of 
the  note  produced  by  Capt  San- 
don,  303, 

Hope,  Major  General,  examined, 
to  piove  tue  Duke  of  York's 
haod  wrruigy  167 

Hovendon,  Mrs  a  friend  of  Mrs 
Claike,  139. 

Huskin^on,  Mr  examined  to  prove 
the  hand  wilting  of  Mr.  Chap- 
man, 76     Relative  to  the  note 
produced  by  Capt  Sandon,304. 
J 

Johnson,  Mi  S  examined  as  to 
the  simiirude  between  a  letter  of 
th  1  Duke's  and  the  note  dt  Capt. 
Sandou,  214 

K 

Kenne't,  Mi.  pioposed  +0  ra-se  a 
,  loan  ot  70,000  t  tor  the  Duke  of 
Yoik,  76  Animadversions  on 
his  proposal,  466 
Kii'^ht,  Col.  his  exchange  with 
Col  Ple\  d,  li  refused,  6  5  Reca- 
pitulation of  his  ca&e,  409,  43  j, 

454,491 

L 

£^aeh,  Mr  defends  the  Duke  of 
Yoik,  52 <. 

Leith$ 
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$„eUb,  Majot.  Gen.  letters  from, 
^mtnenaatory^of  Major  Covell's 
;S«?i vices,  2 

Jieysester,  Mr.  supports  the  Duke 

^ftfYorkyGii 

tetter  from  Majoi  Gen  Leith, 

f  ^i^mmendatory  of  Major  Covell's. 
1  SeiVK.es  2  •  Fiom  JVIajorTuckei, 
dedaring  that  he  and  his  brother 
ob  aiued  their  promotions  m  the 
regular  way,  and,  not  through  any 
undue  influence,  157,175.  Fiom 
MiSs*Taylor,  complaining  of  dis- 
mgenuousncss  111  Mr-  Hoven- 
dou's  e\  idence,  159  Fiom  the 
Duke  of  York  to  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Coramon>,  406 
From  Sir  H  Bunard,  to  Co!. 
"Gordon,  jelauve  to  Major  Shaw, 
464  From  Major  Shaw  to  Sir 
H  !  urrarJ,  464  Fiom  Mr. 
Elderton,  467 

Letters  from  Samuel  Cartel  to  Mrs 
Clarke,  solKiung  pev  umai  v  a*d, 
*8     Fio.s  Genejal  Cla\ermg  to 
the  •name,  to  pi  xure  mm  a  Levy, 
21     From  Mr  Enieiton  to  Mvs 
Cluikeand  to  the  Duke  of  York, 
relative  to  the  Promo' ion  of  his 
s.ou,  26     Fiom  Baiones-*  Nol- 
leken,  sohciting  Mr<  Clirke's  m- 
t^rfetence  to  prccuie  her  a  pen- 
sion, 27     Relative  to  the  pro- 
posed  exchange  be'u'een  Col 
Knight  and  Col.  Pieydell,  ^3 
Relative  to  a  loan  of  70  oc&l  to 
thtf  Duke  of  Yoik,  horn  Mi 
Kennctt,  76,  eL  teq  and  Papeis 
rtlative  to  Cap*  Spodding's  being 
placed  on  half-pay^  250  Rela- 
tive to  the  piomorio']  o'  L'eur 
Col.  J   Taylor,  254     The  pro- 
motion of  Major  Ximeneb,  256 
From  the  Duke  of  York  to  Mis 
Clarke,  293,  321,  323  From 

,  Gen  Clavtnng  to  Mis.  Chike, 
325  Reiati\e  to  Col  French's 
levy,  355  From  Mrs  Clarke 
toCapt  Sancton,  395*405 

Long,  C  Esq  examined  to  prove 
the  hand  writing  of  Mr/Adams, 


private  Secretary  to  the  late  Mr 
Pitt,  ^6.    Enters  info  an  expla- 
nation of  Kennett's  introduction 
*  to  the  Duke  of  York,  599  4 
Lowten,    T    Esq  *  employed  m 
making  inquiries    relative  to 
Mrs    Clarke,  325  E*ammed 
"  relative  to  the  Rev  W  Williams, 
328,  and  his  conversation  With 
Gen  Clavenng,  32 9 
Lyttleton,  Mr.  opposes  the  re«dlu-' 
tion-iead  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  63  2. 
M 

M'Dowall,  W  '  Footman  to  Mrs. 
Ciaike,  examined  as  to  S  Car- 
te iS  Service  m  her  House,  30 

Mahug,  Capt  Recapitulation  of 
his  ca>e,  4*3,  4*5. 

Maitm,  H.  thinks  the  evidence  of 
Dou'er  me  >atroverhMc,  ^gy 

Mo-sengei,  John,  as  r-mej  aS  to 
Mr  ClaikeS  dv  alm^ 
Pa.ker,  the  pawn  broker,  27? 

Metcalf,  Dr  examined  as  to  the  In- 
ability of  Mis  Clarfe  to  attend 
the  Committee,  2*3 

Milton,  Lord,  thinks""  the  case  of 

Ken  let  attaches  direct  corruption 
to  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  6u7 
N 

Nesbitt,  Mr  examined  as  to  the  hfce- 
nts>  be*w»en  tb_  Duke  of  Yoik'& 
hand  wining  and  tn«*r  oftht  ivute 
produced  by  Cape  Sandon,  zic 

NicholN,  ldimrks  011  his  evid<  nee 
49<\  S^5  y 

Noileken,  Baroness  applies  to  Mrs. 
Cia  ke  tor  a  pens'on,  25  Her 
lee  vis  on  the  00,^0  on,  27  , 

Noiton,  General,  txatmncd  as  to 
the  sut*  of  th-  d-uii,  when  the 
Duke  of  Yjtk  took  the  Com. 
mand,  3nd  ?he  sei  vices  ren- 
de<  eA  by  ni^  Royal  Highness,  3  49, 

Note  found  m  Capt  3indon*s  pos- 
sesion, Supposed  to  be  a  for  ery 
163,  303     Fac  simile  of  the 
cover,  405  Ammadversions'on, 
437;  444,  5*3*      »'    >  1 

Ogilyje, 
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o 

OgilVie,  Mr.  an  acquMnwnuz  -ui 
Mrs.  Clarice,  290. 

Official  papers  produced  in  evi- 
dence,Col  Wardle's  remarks  on, 

CrMeara,  Br  observations  on  his 
application  to  preach  before  Roy- 

P 

Peirsons  evidence  discussed,  410, 
433,454 

Perceval,  Mr  defends  the  mode  of 
examination  adopted  by  the 
House,  8,  108  Examined  rela- 
tive to  the  note  produce dbv  Capt 
Sandon,  266,  305  De£  nds  the 
toudutc  of  the,  D'uke  of  York, 
446,  460  A  adjxivw  s  a  vote  of 
acquittal.,449  ^  House  divides  on 
biS  "motion,  640,  Hi*T*obNe'va- 
tions  on  Lord  Alt'iorpt  *s  resulu- 
'  tion,  644  Houoe  dW.dto  on  the 
ai.i^ndmuit  proposed h\  him,  thut 
the  word  now  be  omitted  h"ra 
Lord  Althot  pe's  resolution,  651 

!Pett>,  Lord  H,  de&cams  on  the 
cases  of  several pei-ons  tnention- 

,  edmtlv  evidence,  £37 

Plate  pneha^d  by  wrs  Clarke, 
remarks  on,  4.71,500,5^7 

PieydeU,  Coi     his  exchange  with 

^  Col  Knight  refined,  63 

Popsonby,  Mi  wondeis  h -w  any 
body  co aid  think  the  Duke  of 

'  "York  gu  1'y  of  conu'v  wee  626 

i?uMenfV,  Sir  Jamr-,  cie-'  nbeVthe 

4  improved  stite  of  the  armv  w'u  e 
;n;ider  tiie  command  of  the  Dake 
04  York,  351 

R 

Jleld^Mr.  identifies  Mi  3  Clarke  ns 
the  person  who  had  resid  d  at  his 
Hoiel  da  Mr»  Dowler,  1-57 

Rothefvrt,  General*  examined  on 
Samuel  Caitfir's^iomotion,  67 

Komilly,'' ,  Sir  S.  supports  "Col. 
Wardle's  nlc tion,  574. 

$Lydej,  Mi  asserts  that  Where  the 
*  witnesses ,  were  contradicted  in 
>  ^he^r  evidence  of  th£  collateral 
nrc  urn  stances,  no  attention  ought 
be  given  to  their  statement  of 


facts  %  which  no.  other^  witness* 
could  contradict,  614.' 
S 

Sandon,  Capt.  examined  on  Major 
Tonyn's  promotion,  and  prevari- 
cates lespectmg  a  note  shewn- by 
him  to  the  MajoT,  113.  Sup- 
poses the  note  to  be  lost;  it?. 
Ordered  ;nto  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant  at  Arms,   131  Ac- 
knowledges the  note  to'be  in  his 
possession,  132      Produces  it, 
143      Committed  to  Newgate, 
156,  196     The  note  siTspected 
to  be  a  forgery,  163    -  Re-ex - 
emined    on  the  subject,  1^4 
Examined  on    Mai  or  Tcnyn's 
piomotion,  191  Hisiointcoj- 
respondence  vvnh  Col  Fiench  to 
Col  Clinton  for  a  levy,  355.  Hi* 
concspondence  with  Mrs  Clarke, 
395      Recapitulation  and- am  - 
n  advemons  on  his  cOnespond- 
ence  with  Mrs  Clarke,  415,  471, 

Sco*laiid,  Loid  Advocare  of,  snp~ 
poits  the  Duke  of  Yoik,  *n6 

Seniles,  Mr  examined  as  to  the'ti- 
imlanty  between  the  T>ukeN  let- 
ter and  the  n<  te  produced  by 
Capt  Sandon,  214 

Shnw,  Ma] or,  his  \  romontm  d*v 
ciibsed,  3  Recapi'ula'ion  of  the 
enctunstance*?  under  which  it 
took  place,  423,  438,  445, 
L-Mtei  fiom,  to  General  linn  aid, 
4-64 

Snu  I  jir,  Sutherland,  Ms   kept  by 

thn  Duke  of  York,  60,  426,  467 
Sr^ith,  Bedei.c^,  tx«  mined  a-,  to 

his  knowledge  o^   Miss,   fay i or, 

aiiC1  hei  \c  t  er,  345 
1     ,  W.  hv-  sp.ech  u]  on  four 

cases  which  he  thought  ma  erral, 

-  ,  conciders  ex-parte  evi- 
dence not  sufficient  to  induce  the 
House  to  infbet  censure  or  pu- 
nishment, 584 

Solicitor  Geneial  defends  the  Duke 
of  York's  letter  to  the  XJou^eas 
perfectly  constitutional,  585 

Speddmg, 


Speddmg,  Crfpt  paper-  aiu1  letters 
relative  to  hi<?  being  placed  on. 
half  oav    -L  -,c 

Stanley,  L.<,  upx>o;ts  the  evi- 
dences ;i  b^iorc  the  House, 
6io 

Ruttcn,  Mr  rails  upon  the  House 
to  cLt  Je  nuetiur  guilty  or  not 
gmhy  up(»H  *ne  evidenco  befoie 
them,  5 wo 

Swann,  Mr  examined  to  prove  the 
hand  wn  mgoi  Sir  H.  Mann,  17. 
T 

Tayloi ,  Col.  J  papers  and  letters 
re'ative  to  hid  pi  emotion,  254. 
Examined  ab  to  the  attempt* 
made  to  procure  a  place  foi  Ken- 
neit,  QQ 

*  ~»  II  Esq  examined  topiove 

the  hand  writing  of  his  brother, 
75,  and  of  Gen.  CJavenng,  325 

 ?  Miss,  complains  Mrs  Ho- 

venden  had  been  guilty  of  dismge- 
nuousness  towards  her,  159.  A 
favounte  with  the  Duke,  294. 
Examined  lelative  to  the  conver- 
sation between  the  Duke  and 
Mrs  Clarke,  on  Col.  French's 
tevy>  336  Her  father  goes  by 
the  name  of  Chancy  345  Ani- 
madversions on  her  chai  acter  and 
eviden ce,  43 6, 4 5  5 , 49  7,  5  o p\  5  20 

— •  ,  the  shoemakei,  a  mes- 
senger between  Mis  Claike,  Mr 
Gieenwood,  and  the   Duke  of 
York,  61 

Temple,  Eatl,  addie*3es>  the  House, 
and  menii'ms  seveial  strong  cu- 
cums'ances,  which  beai  anun-t 
the  Duke  of  Yoik,  614—610 

 -,  Lord,  his  obseivations  on 

the  Chantelloi  of  the  Exche- 
quer's quotation  fiom  the  Duke 
of  Yoik'slettei,  646 

Thymic,  Dr  his  evidonce  animad- 
verted upon-,  409,  4]4 

Tieniey,  Mr  acquits  the  Dukt  cf 
Y<  ik  of  conuption,  bui  thinks 
there  aie  other  questionable 
points,  628 

Tonjii,  Mcqc,  piocecdings  re'ative 
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to  his  promotion,  109,  133,  193^ 
247  Recapitulation  of  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  therewith, 
42 1>  43  7,443,457,495*  506,531. 

Town,  Mr  instructs  Mrs  Clarke 
m  velvet  painting  and  in  imitating 
hand  wiitmgs,  150  Examined 
on  this  subject,  171,  268 

Tucker,  Major,  letter  from, x  deny- 
11  fc  that  he  or  his  brother  had  ob* 
tamed  theircommissions  through 
undue  influence,  157,175 

Turner,  Major,  prevented  from, 
selling  out  through  the  interfer- 
ence of  Mis  Sinclair,  426  Am« 
madversions  on  his  cas< ,  467. 

Tuiton,  Sir  T  thinks  the  House 
not  competent  to  decide  op  the 
case  of  the  Duke  of  York,  61 1 . 

-   moves  an  amend* 

ment  charging  the  Duke  with  the 
knowledge  of  corrupt  practices, 
633.  House  divided  upon  his 
amendment,  640. 

V 

Vote  of  censure  on  the  Duke  of 
Yoik,  447  Of  acquittal  of  the 
Duke  of  York,  459. 

W 

Walker,  T  coachman  to  Mrs. 
C  irke,  examined  as  to  the  fact 
of  Samuel  Carter  acting  as  her 

servant,  28 

War,  Secretary  at,  opposes  the  ad- 
dress mo\  ed  by  Mr.  Bankes,  554. 

Waidle,  Col  examined,  48,  $3, 
Delivers  in  moie  letters  from 
M  5  Claike's  repository,  93 
His  spe'ech  111  the  House  of  Cor^ 
1110ns  or  the  leportof  the  com- 
mittee of  inquiry,  408  His  Mo- 
tion foi  an  address  to  his  Majesty 
pia^  nig  the  lemoval  of  the  Duke 
of  Yo»k  fiom  the  office  of  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  427 

Wellesley,  Sir  Arthur,  defends  the 
piomotion  of  Major  Sha^>  3, 
of  Major  Tucke*-,  1-57  De- 
■scub-s  the  improved  state  of  the 
^nny  while  unfit*  the  command 
ot  the  Duke  of  York,  3$2X 

Wlutbreadj 
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Whkbrertd,  Mr.'his  defence  of  Ma- 
jor ^''-voll,  j,  Supports  Col 
Yv'a.iUt  ;  motion  of  censure,  46 1 . 
'^Objects  to  the  reading  of  Capt. 
£>pedding?s  letter,  564  Com- 
pares the  Duke  of  York's  case  10 

-  that  of  the  Duk$  of  Marlborough, 
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